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London. Opposite Chancery-lane, and a few doors 
from ‘‘ Tube’’ Station. A most comfortable first- 
class hotel for families and gentlemen. Quiet 
bedrooms. with private bath-rooms adjoining, over- 
looking Gray’s-inn Gardens. Moderate tariff: no 
charge for attendance. Best hotel garage in London. 
Telegrams: ‘ Firavtel, London.” — 
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Current Topics. 


The Cause Lists. 

Tue APPEAL List shews in the aggregate a reduction on that 
of a year ago. There were then 243 appeals, while there are 
now 214. At the commencement of the Trinity Sittings there 
were 149. ‘The appeals from the King’s Bench Division have 
dropped from 151 a year ago to 118 now. As we noticed last 
week, the Chancery Lists contain more matters than at the 
commencement of the last sittings, but, singularly enough, they are 
almost exactly the same as they were a year ago—393 and 395 
respectively. The King’s Bench lists number in the aggregate 
no fewer than 1,120 causes, as against 743 at the commencement 
of the Trinity Sittings and 1,032 a year ago. ‘There is rather a 
glut of business in the Probate, &c., Division-—528 causes as 
against 413 a year ago. 

The Saturday Holiday. 

THERE IS apparently a division of opinion among the learned 
judges of the Chancery Division as to sitting on Saturdays. 
According to the Sittings Paper, neither Mr. Justice PARKER 
nor Mr. Justice NEVILLE will (except under special circumstances) 
sit on Saturdays, but will sit from 10.15 to 4.15 on other days. 
Mr. Justice WARRINGTON will take short causes, petitions, and 
non-witness cases on Saturdays, and Mr. Justice Eve will take 
Manchester and Liverpool business on alternate Saturdays; the 
court sitting on other days until 4.30. No intimation is 
given as to the course to be taken by Joyce and SWINFEN 
Eapy, JJ. . 


The Opening of the Courts. 

THE SOLEMN procession up the Great Hall of the Royal 
Courts this year drew an exceptionally large attendance of 
visitors, due, no doubt, to the very considerable change in the 
personnel of the bench which the brief space of a few weeks has 
brought about. The new puisne judges were regarded with 
great curiosity by the barristers and solicitors present, who felt 
that a new spirit ought to be infused into the Common Law 
Courts by the appointment of so many men in the full vigour of 
comparative youth. All five were present, and passed in order 
at the rear of the contingent of judges; Mr. Justice SCRUTTON 
led the way, followed by Sir JouN ELpDoNn BANKEs, Sir THOMAS 
G. Horripesk, Sir Horace Avory, and Sir CHARLES MONTAGUE 
Lusu. Both law officers—Sir Rurus Isaacs and Mr. Simon— 
appeared for the first time in that proud position, and led the 
unbroken phalanx of King’s Counsel. 


Judicial Precedence. 

AN INTERESTING little paragraph, which appeared in the 
daily papers a few days ago, seems to indicate a flutter in the 
judicial dovecote : 

“A question has arisen whether Mr. Justice Avory and Mr 
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Justice HorripGE take precedence of Mr. Justice BANKES under the 
following circumstances :—The two learned judges were announced 
in the beginning of August, their appointment to take effect on 
October 1st under the special Act of this year. A few days after 
this announcement Mr. Justice Watton died, and bis successor was 
announced in September without any qualification, as it was an 
ordinary vacancy. It has been decided that Mr. Justice BANKES 
takes precedence in these circumstances, and the Letters Patent will 
be dated accordingly.” 
What on earth does it matter? asks the uninstructed reader. 
Why this, among other things—that Avory and Horrinceg, JJ., 
may have to act as Vacation Judges while the judge having 
precedence will escape that duty for some time at all events. 


The Retirement of Lord Collins. 
THE EVENTS we foreshadowed last week came about more 
speedily than was anticipated. The retirement of Lord CoLLINS 
withdraws from the public service a judge of exceptional legal 
attainments and intellectual agility. His quick mind was wont 
to seize points with astonishing readiness ; when listening to an 
argument he always seemed to get ahead of counsel, and when 
once he had grasped the submission which counsel was essaying 
to make, he was somewhat impatient of mere case-law, as 
opposed to principles, when industriously quoted in its support. 
Unlike some more recent appointments to the House of Lords 
in its judicial capacity, Lord CoLLINs owed his elevation not to 
politics but to law. He earned it by the high reputation he 
gained while sitting as a puisne judge, as a Lord Justice of 
Appeal, and then as Master of the Rolls. His retirement leaves 
Lord MACNAGHTEN the only one of the four Lords of Appeal in 
Ordinary who owes his position in the court of final appeal for 
the Empire to his legal rather than his political qualifications. 


The New Lord of Appeal. 

THE ANNOUNCEMENT that Sir WiLLIAM Rosson has replaced 
Lord CoLLINs in the House of Lords appears to suggest that the 
Attorney-General lays claim to any judgeship that falls vacant 
during his term of office, except perhaps the Chancellorship. 
A somewhat similar claim seems to have been asserted 
successfully in recent years by the leaders of the Scottish 
and the Irish bars, for two of the new law lords’ colleagues 
are Lord ATKINSON and Lord SHAw, who received their 
appointments as Lords of Appeal in Ordinary while filling 
the office respectively of Lord Advocate for Scotland and 
Attorney-General for Ireland. We tiust that this mode of 
filling vacant seats in the final court of appeal for the whole 
British Empire will not be elevated into a precedent. It is 
highly undesirable that a court which ought to consist of the 
greatest living lawyers should be recruited entirely from the 
ranks of the law officers. It is too often the case that the latter 
owe their high official rank to their political talents and partizar 
claims rather than to their achievements in the forensic sphere. 
‘There is a growing feeling among practitioners that the present 
legal House of Lords requires to be strengthened by the addition 
of one or two members whose knowledge both of common law 
and of equity has already been successfully proved by their 
previous record of judicial service in some lower court. The 
Judicial capacity of the new law lord is still an unknown 
quantity, but the geniality and good sense which have marked 
his five years’ tenure of office under the Crown will no doubt 
not fail him upon the bench. 


The New Law Officers. 

SINCE RECENT events have made Sir Rurvus Isaacs and Mr. 
Sron, K.C., Attorney and Solicitor-General respectively, it can 
now be said that both law officers of the Crown are men whose 
legal reputation is even more distinguished than the position which 
they have won for themselves in the debates of the House of 
Commons. As regards Sir Rurus Isaacs nothing need be said ; 
everyone knows that he is the leading advocate of the day. 
Mr. Simon, who is only thirty-seven years of age, has had an 
almost unique record of smooth and rapid success at the bar. 
A fine presence, and pleasing, well-bred voice and msnner; a 
versatile cleverness which combines in itself the efficiency of 
the practical man, the savoir faire of the man of the world, and 


new NSolicitor-General which impress at once all who behold 
him for even half-an-hour in court, and which have carved 
out for him a great career while most of his contemporaries 
are still either briefless or “devilling.” It is well-known 
in the Temple that Mr. Simon is one of the few juniors 
who attained an income of four figures in their very first year. 
Two or three years after his call Mr. SIMON was employed by 
the late Conservative Government as junior counsel for Great 
Britain in the Behring Sea Arbitration, and only the other day 
he succeeded Mr. Justice HAMILTON as counsel for the University 
of Oxford. 


Can Injuries be ‘‘ Intentionally Inflicted’’ by a 
Person of Unsound Mind? 

How Far the condition in a policy of life insurance avoidii g 
the policy if the assured should “commit suicide” applies to a 
person who intentionally procures his own death, but whose 
understanding or judgment or will is so perverted by disease 
that he has ceased to be responsible criminally for his con- 
duct, was elaborately discussed, more than sixty years since, in the 
Exchequer Chamber in the case of Clift v. Schwalbe (3 C. B. 437), 
and the words “ commit suicide ” were interpreted by the court as 
including all acts of voluntary self-destruction, whether the 
person destroying himself was or was not a responsible moral 
agent. The American courts, on the other hand, bave held that 
a self-killing by an insane person understanding tke physical 
nature and consequences of the act, but not its moral aspect, is 
not adeath by suicide within the condition to which we have 
referred. ‘The reasoning of the American courts has been sharply 
criticized. Itis said that it revolves ina wide circle, and utterly 
deprives the clause of any practical application. The juries say 
that because a man killed himself otherwise than accidentally, 
therefore he must have been insane, and the ji.dges say if a man 
was insane when he killed himself the policy is notforfeited. Under 
such a condition of things there is practically no case left to which 
the clause can apply. But we understand that the English 
courts will be invited, notwithstanding their decision in Clift v. 
Schwabe, to interpret a policy against ‘any bodily injury by 
violent, accidental, external and visible means,” and subject to 
a proviso, ‘ that the assurance company shall not be liable where 
the death, injury, or disablement happens, or is caused, 
to the injured by injuries intentionally inflicted by himself or by 
another person.’ The contention will be that injuries inflicted by 
a person whom a coroner’s jury have found to be of‘unsound mind 
are not “intentionally inflicted” within the meaning of the 
proviso. We offer no opinion on the question, but the argument, 
like that in Clift v. Schwabe, is likely to be an interesting one. 


The Escape of Savarkar into French Territory. 


WE HAD occasion recently (ante, p. 696) to discuss the question 
which had arisen owing to the escape of SAVARKAR, the Indian 
law student, into French territory. It will be remembered that 
an order of the High Court had been obtained for the extradition 
of SAVARKAR, with a view to his trial in India on charges of 
sedition. In pursuance of this order he was taken on board 
the Peninsular and Oriental liner Morea, and while the vessel 
was lying alongside the wharf at Marseilles he was allowed 
to make use of the bath-room, the officers in charge of him 
waiting outside. Having stripped off his clothing, he squeezed 
through the porthole of the ship, swam ashore, and succeeded in 
landing on the quay. He was there seized (it is said by a French 
gendarme) and brought back to the ship, which proceeded on its 
way to India. On the termination of the voyage he was put on 
his trial before the High Court of Bombay. Inthe meantime 
application had been made by the French Government for his 
release from custody, on the ground that his detention was 
unlawful after he had landed in French territory. The English 
government has declined to accede to this application, mainly, 
it would appear, on the ground that the French authorities 
had been duly advised of the fact that Zhe Morea was 
about to proceed to Marseilles with a prisoner on board, and 
that, in compliance with the customary 1equest from the 
authorities at Scotland Yard, instructions had been issued from 
Paris for the officers of the French police to co-operate with 
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SAVARKAR at Marseilles. It was contended that in these cir- 
cumstances the right of asylum could not be successfully pleaded. 
The French Government has for many years adhered to the 
principle that extradition should never be granted for a political 
offence. Cases may, however, arise when there may be some- 
thing in the nature of estoppel by conduct to preclude a State, 
the boundaries of which have been passed by a fugitive from 
an inflexible adherence to the general principle. The question, 
waich is of interest and importance, has been referred by the 
two governments to the Tribunal of Arbitration at the Hague, 
and it has been agreed that the trial of SAVARKAR at Bombay 
shall proceed, and in the event of his conviction the sentence shall 
be suspended to abide the result of the proceedings of the Hague. 
The award of the arbitrators will in all probability decide an 
interesting question of international law. 


Delivery of Letters agd Telegrams in Flats. 

THERE APPEARED in the daily papers recently some corres- 
pondence upon the delivery of letters in flats. One item in the 
correspondence is a communication from Mr. HENNIKER HEATON. 
Mr. HEATON is not a lawyer, and probably has not read Pro- 
fessor GoupY’s translation of JHERING’s amusing little book, 
“Law in Daily Life,” one chapter in which is devoted to “ Legal 
Relations with the Post Office.” The first question in that 
chapter is : ‘‘ What legal relation is created between me and the 
Post Office when it accepts a letter from me?” One sentence of 
Mr. Heaton’s letter is singularly « propos, for he says, speaking 
of the Postmaster-General: “He is a law unto _ himself. 
He is not liable for any theft of money or posial orders 
stolen from letters by postmen or porters. He enjoys a 
monopoly.” It appears that in some cases postmen are 
instructed by their superior officers not to deliver letters 
at the doors of flats on upper floors where the use of the lift is 
refusedthem. From the point of view of Law in Daily Life 
it can only be said that it is impossible, through the medium of 
the law courts, to compel the proper delivery of letters. The 
question of the legal relations hetween the Post Office and the 
public is rather a serious one, and may have to be placed on a 
new footing altogether. By section 2 of the Post Office (Manage- 
ment) Act, 1837 (7 Will. 4 & 1 Vict. c. 33), “Her Majesty’s 
Postmaster-General by himself, or by his deputies and 
their respective servants and agents, shall have the exclusive 
privilege of conveying from one place to another all letters 
{except in certain cases], and shall also have the exclusive privi- 
lege of performing all the incidental services of receiving, 
collecting, sending, despatching, and delivering all letters.” 
Shortly, the Postmaster-Gencral has a monopoly, and since he 
and every individual postman are equally servants of the Crown, 
he is not liable for the postmen’s defaults. As long ago as 
1701, it was held that “The Postmaster-General is not 
answerable for a packet delivered to the receiver at the post 
office and lost out of the office”: see Lane v. Cotlon (12 
Mod, 472), cited in Bainbridge v. Postmaster-General (1906, 
1 K. B. 178). This monopoly and irresponsibility now extend 
to telegrams as well as letters. By section 4 of the 
Telegraph Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 73), the Postmaster-General 
has “the exclusive privilege of transmitting telegrams,” and 
also “the exclusive privilege of performing all the incidental 
services of receiving, collecting, or delivering telegrams,” with 
certain exceptions. Hence, if letters are to be “delivered ’ to 
the occupier of a flat at the top of a building by actually leaving 
them with a careless porter below, telegrams also may be so 
‘“‘delivered.” The whole question of the Postmaster-General’s 
monopoly and irresponsibility, both with respect to letters and 
telegrams, was discussed in the Court of Appeal in Bainbridge v. 
Postiaster-General (supra). The present legal position of the 
Post Office is unsatisfactory and savours too much of the con- 
tinental droit administratif. 


Private Wells and Water Rates in the Metropolis. 

One oF the reasons for placing the metropolitan water supply 
in the hands of a public body was that a saving of expense was 
effected by spreading the burden of supply over all the rateable 
property in the metropolis as compared with the charges made 





by a private water company on domestic dwellings only. Any 
expectation that the Metropolis Water Act, 1902, might procure 
a diminution in the burden of water rates appears to have been 
disappointed. We read in the daily papers that a number of 
firms and private traders in the City have caused artesian wells 
to be sunk on their premises with the object of escaping the 
water rate, which has of late been largely increased. The same 
course is said to have been adopted by a large number of houses 
in central London and in the West End. The charges which the 
Water Board is under the Metropolis Water Act, 1902, empowered 
to impose upon persons supplied with water, or who are liable to 
pay the water rate, are limited and regulated by the various private 
Acts of the different metropolitan water companies, but section 
15 of the Act enables the Water Board indirectly to override 
the limit, should occasion arise, by calling upon the metropolitan 
boroughs and urban districts to contribute rateably to the water 
fund; the contribution falling on the ratepayers in various 
boroughs or districts. It would apparently follow that if, owing 
to an increase in the number of wells sunk by different land- 
owners, there should be a deficiency in the general water fund, a 
precept might be addressed to the local authorities requiring 
them to levy a rate to meet the deficiency, and that the owners 
of the wells would be compelled to pay their share of this rate. 
It will, therefore, be a question whether such owners who have 
incurred the expense of constructing and managing the wells, and 
are also liable to contribute to an extraordinary rate, are in a 
better position than the ordinary ratepayers. It may, perhaps, 
be added that the water of wells in large cities is, owing to the 
proximity of sewage works, exposed to an appreciable risk of 
pollution. 


Obsolescent Legislation. 

AN INTERESTING account appears in the Zimes (October J 2th) 
of the effective revival against the Jesuits in Portugal of Anti- 
Jesuit decrees first promulgated in the eighteenth century. Side 
by side with the account is the announcement that in England a 
society are for taking the same measures against the Jesuits 
as the Portuguese Revolutionary Government have taken, 
i.e. it is desired to bring into active operation the legislation 
of 1829. It is not perhaps generally remembered that the 
statute 9 Geo. 4,¢. 7 (An Act for the relief of His Majesty’s 
Roman Catholic Subjects) contains, in sections 28 and 29, 
provisions quite out of harmony with the title of the Act; 
that these provisions have never been repealed, and that they 
are in force in many parts of the oversea dominions. Section 
28 recites that ‘Jesuits, and members of other religious orders, 
communities or socictics‘of the Church of Rome, bound by 
monastic or religious vows, are resident within the United 
Kingdom, and it is expedient to make provision for the gradual 
suppression and final prohibition of the same therein” ; it is then 
enacted that every Jesuit is, in effect, to register himself within 
six months. Section 29 enacts thdt every Jesuit, &c., coming 
into the realm after the commencement of the Act is to be 
deemed ‘guilty of a misdemeanor,” and when convicted is “to 
be banished from the United Kingdom for the term of his 
natural life.” Needless to say, this legislation against this 
particular class of “aliens” is not now enforced. 


The International Maritime Conference and 
Unification of Law. 

ON THE whole, the recent proceedings of the International 
Maritime Conference have not attracted the attention that might 
have been expected, issuing, as they have, in the conclusion of 
treaties and conventions by which the law of salvage and collision 
is, in effect, unified. The text of these treaties is not yet avail- 
able, but apparently each country adhering to them will have to 
pass its own legislation in order to sanction the alterations in 
municipal law that will necessarily be brought about. It would 
seem that something in the nature of a code, dealing with the 
two branches of maritime Jaw mentioned, has been prepared, to 
which each Power is expected to give practical effect by its own 
legislation adopting the code en bloc. If that is the plan to be 


| followed, it may possibly be more readily carried out than what 
may be called “identical ” legislation—that is, passing a statute 
word for word like the new code ; but since the code will have 
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to be scheduled to the adopting statute, there seems to be no 
great advantage in adoption en loc. 


The Arms of South Africa. 


THE HERALDIC “ coat of arms” is one of the most singular 
survivals of feudalism, and one of the most remarkable growths 
of the “law” of heraldry (as it is sometimes called) is the 
practice of new and democratic communities taking to themselves 
“arms.” This practice rests on the analogy of the “arms of 
dominion ” formerly assumed by a kingdom or feudal lordship, 
and such arms of dominion have been assumed even by the 
Spanish American republics. Australia bas its coat of arms, and 
now a coat of arms has been bestowed upon South Africa. 
Courts of equity are familiar with “ name and arms clauses,” but 
coats of arms seem to have succeeded in keeping clear of the 
courts of common law. There appear to be neither statutes nor 
decided cases relating directly either to the old Court of Chivalry 
or to the College of Heralds. On the occasion of the departure 
of the Duke of CoNNAUGHT to open the first parliament of 
the Union of South Africa, the Royal warrant granting the 
union a coat of arms has been published in the 7imes, and even 
the painting annexed to the warrant has been reproduced. The 
—— of the coat of arms will be somewhat apt to provoke a 
smile. 


The Supreme Court of the United States. 


THE RECENT enactment of the American Congress enabling 
judges of the Supreme Court who are disabled by illness to retire 
on a pension has been followed by the resignation of Moopy, J., 
one of the associate justices of that court. It is thought probable 
that the learned judge will be succeeded by Mr. CHARLES NAGEL, 
the Secretary of the Department of Commerce and Labour. Mr. 
NAGEL was born in 1849, and is best known in Missouri, where 
he has spent the greater part of his life. The salaries of judges 
of the American Supreme Court are small in comparison with 
those of judges of the superior courts in England, or with the 
earnings of the more successful practitioners in the leading 
American cities, but the office resigned by Moopy, J., is one 
which is highly esteemed, and is often accepted with the know- 
— that retirement from practice will involve a heavy pecuniary 
oss. 





Exemption from Increased Stamp 
Duty on Conveyances on Sale. 


Acts of Parliament have’ the imperfections of their language, 
and they leave a good deal to be discovered on putting the 
directions of the Legislature into practice. The Finance Act, 1910, 
is likely to be a conspicuous example of this, and the Council of 
the Law Society adopted a convenient course in issuing at as 
early a date as possible their recent memorandum on various 
questions which have already arisen under it—such memorandum 
being, however, originally intended for the benefit, not of 
solicitors in general, but exclusively of the subscribers to the 
society : a question as to which we shall have something to say 
next week. 

One of the leading matters dealt with is the proviso at 
the end of section 73, which in certain cases allows exemption 
from the increased ad valorem stamp duty on sales. It 
is provided that the section shall not apply to transfers of 
stock or “to a conveyance or transfer where the amount or 
value of the consideration for the sale does not exceed £500, 
and the instrument contains a statement certifying that the 
transaction thereby effected does not form part of a larger 
transaction or of a series of transactions in respect of which 
the amount or value, or the aggregate amount or value, of 
the consideration exceeds £500.” The entire exemption of 
stocks, while other property is only exempted in cases 
where the consideration does not exceed £500, is a matter 
beyond the sphere of this article, though it may be noticed in 
passing that there is in the nature of things no special reason 








for differentiating in this way between different classes of 
property. But to obtain the exemption in the case of a sale 
of land it is essential that the conveyance shall contain the specified 
certificate. And the certificate, if in fact inserted in the convey- 
ance, is sufficient in itself. The Legislature might have made the 
exemption depend on the parties satisfying the commissioners as 
to the matter in question, but this course was not adopted. An 
obviously untrue certificate may render the parties liable to 
pains and penalties, but with this we are not concerned. 

The Council of the Law Society put various cases in which it may 
be doubtful whether the parties are justified in inserting the cer- 
tificate or not. Any hesitancy, of course, is more likely to be on 
the side of the vendor, than of the purchaser who has to pay the 
duty, and in practice this will doubtless be a protection to the 
revenue. The Council suggest that under such circumstances 
the vendor may reasonably give the certificate on the purchaser 
undertaking to put the facts before the commissioners and have 
the stamp adjudicated. But this overlooks the statutory efficacy 
of the certificate. There is nothing in section 73 to empower 
the commissioners to inquire into the propriety of the certific te, 
and certainly such inquiry forms no part of the process of ad- 
judication. When once the certificate has been incorporated in 
the instrument the statute has been satisfied, and there can be no 
inquiry by the commissioners or anybody else as to whether it 
ought to have been there, save, perhaps, as we have already in- 
timated, in proceedings for defrauding the revenue, and no such 
proceedings would lie in the case of bond fide doubt as to the 
application of the exemption. Moreover, since the matter is 
one that affects the purchaser only, the certificate may be regarded 
as a part of the conveyance within his special province, and the 
vendor should not object to its insertion unless the insertion is 
clearly improper. If he does object, the remedy is not to apply 
to the commissioners for adjudication, though they might be 
asked for their advice if they were willing to give it, but by a 
vendor and purchaser summons to determine the form of the 
conveyance. 

In effect, then, the question of the extent to which the 
exemption applies is left for vendors and purchasers to settle 
between themselves, and the Legislature bas given only vague 
words for their guidance. They must certify that the trans- 
action does not form “ part of a larger transaction or of a series 
of transactions” in respect of which the amount or the 
aggregate amount of the consideration exceeds £500. The 
Council of the Law Society in their memorandum put various 
cases in which purchases are more or less connected, but in which 
it is a question whether they are sufficiently connected to prevent 
the certificate being given. A common case will be where 
the same purchaser buys at the same auction from the same 
vendor two or more lots, the consideration in the case of one or 
more of the lots being under £500, and takes separate con- 
veyances. The Council expressed the opinion that these are 
separate transactions ; but they state that, since that opinion was 
given, they have received from the commissioners an intimation 
of a contrary opinion, in which it is pointed out that the certifi- 
cate must exclude not only a “larger transaction” but also a 
“ series of transactions.” It may, of course, be argued thatin such 
a case, though neither purchase is part of a larger transaction, yet 
it is one of a “ series of transactions.” At the same time they are 
totally independent purchases, and whatever meaning the Legisla- 
ture may have intended to place on the phrase, there is no reason to 
assume that it applies to different purchases at auction. Probably 
the certificate can be given in all cases except where the same 
contract has been carried out by different conveyances, or where 
the purchase of property, under what is in substance a single 
contract, has been arranged by separate contracts. The Council 
in their memorandum give other instances in which the question 
arises, and express the opinion that some do and others do not 
allow of the certificate being given. But whatever be the true 
application of the exemption in any particular case, it is, as 
we have already pointed out, a matter solely for vendors and 
purchasers to consider, and when once the certificate has been 
inserted, the purchaser is entitled to the exemption, and the 
instrument must be stamped by the commissioners accordingly, 
whether with or without adjudication. 
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Authority of Advocate to 


Compromise an Action. 


THE decision of the Divisional Court (BRAY and COLERIDGE, 
JJ.) in Little v. Spreadbury (1910, 2 K. B. 658) dealt with a 
question which has been frequently before the courts—namely, 
the authority of an advocate, whether counsel or solicitor, to 
bind his client by a compromise; and it is interesting because 
the court declined to allow to Neale v. Gordon-Lennox (1902, A. C. 
465) the extensive effect in overruling the previous law which 
was claimed for it. “The English law,” it has been said, “ has 
undoubtedly carried the authority to a great length” (Cordery 
on Solicitors (3rd ed.), p. 90, note (m), where references are 
given to authorities shewing that in the United States a com- 
promise is not binding on the client unless specially authorized 
by him), but it was recognized prior to Neale v. Gordon-Lennox 
that the counsel had a general authority to act for the client in 
all matters properly incident to the conduct of the action, 
including a compromise, and that the client could not limit the 
authority by express instructions given beforehand, nor could he 
limit it by prohibiting the compromise at the time unless such 
prohibition was brought to the knowledge of the opposite party. 
That the compromise must relate only to matters which are 
properly incident to the action was settled by Swinford v. Lord 
Chelmsford (5 H. & N. 890), which at the same time affirmed 
the general authority of counsel as to all matters so incident. 
“ Although,” said PoLttock, C.B., in delivering the judgment of 
the Court of Exchequer, “a counsel has complete authority over 
a suit, the mode of conducting it, and all that is incident to it— 
such as withdrawing the record, withdrawing a juror, calling 
no witnesses, or selecting such as, in his discretion, he thinks 
ought to be called, and other matters which properly belong to 
the suit and the management and conduct of the trial—we think 
he has not, by virtue of his retainer in the suit, any power over 
matters that are coilateral to it.” 

And the express dissent of the client from a compromise has 
been held not to prevent its being binding, at any rate unless 
such dissent was brought to the knowledge of the other side. 
In Strauss v. Francis (L. R. 1 Q. B. 379), where it was alleged 
that the withdrawal of a juror was against the express wish of 
the plaintiff, this was held to be immaterial if not communicated 
to the defendant. “ We do not,” said BLACKBURN, J., “‘ decide 
that, if the client’s dissent were known to the other side, such a 
compromise would be binding. All we decide is, that when a 
counsel, acting within his apparent authority, consents to with- 
draw a juror, the other side, acting fairly, may safely rely on the 
compromise being binding ; and that, in order to invalidate the 
arrangement, not only must it be shewn that the counsel's 
authority was limited, but that the limitation was known to 
the other side at the time.” And the general authority of 
counsel was emphatically affirmed in Matthews v. Munster (20 
Q.B. D. 141), where on the trial of an action for malicious prosecu- 
tion, the defendant’s counsel, in the absence of his client and 
without his express authority, assented to a verdict for the 
plaintiff for £350 and costs, upon the understanding that all 
imputations against the plaintiff were withdrawn. ‘The duty 
of counsel,” said Lord Esner, M.R., “ is to advise his client out 
of court, and to act for him in court, and until his authority 
is withdrawn he has, with regard to all matters that properly 
relate to the conduct of the case, unlimited power to do 
that which is best for his client.” And subsequently he 
said that the withdrawing of authority must be made known to 
the other side and must be a complete withdrawal, and not a 
limitation of the authority. ‘The withdrawing of the authority 
must be made known to the other side, and this shews that the 
client cannot give directions to his counsel to limit his authority 
over the conduct of the cause and oblige him to carry them out; 
all he can do is to withdraw his authority altogether, and in 
such a way that it may be known that he has done so.” And 
Bowen, L.J., pointed out what was the actual course which 
matters would take if the client was present in court. As 
regards a compromise, it would be the duty of counsel to consult 
the client. ‘It does not follow that counsel will submit to carry — 





out the view of the client if it appears that it would be injurious 
to the client’s interest. He has the alternative of returning his 
brief.” But while the authority of counsel was upheld in this 
manner it was recognized that it was subject to the control of 
the court. The power, said Lord Esuenr, is exercised in matters 
which are before the court, and carried on under its supervision. 
“Tf, therefore, counsel were to conduct a cause in such a manner 
that an unjust advantage would be given to the other side, and 
to act under a mistake in such a way as to produce some 
injustice, the court has authority to overrule the action of the 
advocate.” 

So far, then, the rule is that an advocate is clothed by his 
retainer with authority to conduct an action, including the con- 
pronise of it, in such manner as he thinks best in the interest 
of his client, and the client cannot limit this authority ; even if he 
is present and dissents from the course which counsel proposes to 
take, his dissent is ineffectual unless made known to the other 
side ; but the rule is subject to the power of the court to inter- 
vene if the cause is conducted in a manner which is prejudicial 
to the client. 

In most of the cases the compromise has been upheld on these 
grounds, but in Neale v. Gordon-Lennox (supra) it was set aside, 
and according to the head-note to the report, this was upona 
principle inconsistent with the law previously recognized. “A 
counsel,” so runs the head-note, “has no authority to refer an 
action against the wishes of his client or upon terms different 
from those which his client has authorized. If he does so refer 
it, the reference may be set aside although the limit put by the 
client on the counsel’s authority is not made known to the other 
side when the reference is agreed on.” But, as further stated in 
the head-note, the decision went also upon the ground that the 
agreement was not in fact a proper one, and the case, in this 
aspect, came within the principle of Matthews v. Munster (supra). 
Under its general power of control, the court declined 
to give effect to the agreement. In Neale v. Gordon-Lennox 
the plaintiff in an action for defamation of character authorized 
her counsel to consent to a reference on condition that all imputa- 
tions on her character were publicly disclaimed in court. This 
limitation of authority was not made known to the other side, 
and the plaintiff's counsel agreed to refer the action without re- 
quiring a disclaimer of imputations. But although, on the cases, 
this action of counsel might bind the client, yet 1t could not bind 
the court, and the court, it was held, was not obliged to give 
effect to it. At the same time, there are expressions in the judg- 
ments which. seem to support the part of the head-note quoted 
above, and to shew that the client’s instructions in fact limited 
the authority of counsel, although the limitation was not 
communicated to the other side. Possibly the two points of view 
can be reconciled by saying that a compromise made against the 
express wishes of the client is necessarily improper, and is one, 
therefore, which the court will not enforce. 

In Little v. Spreadbury (supra), which related to the ownership 
of a dog, an attempt was made to extend the principle of Neale 
v. Gordon-Lennox to a case where the terms of the compromise 
were read to the defendant and she appeared to assent to them, 
but subsequently alleged that she misunderstood them. The 
Divisional Court seem to have distinguished Neale v. (ordon-Lennox 
on the ground that there the court had to assist actively in the 
enforcement of the compromise—namely, to direct the reference 
——and it would not lend its assistance to enforce an arrangement 
which it regarded as improper ; while in the present case the agree- 
ment had resulted in a contract between the parties, and since 
the defendant had not expressly prohibited the compromise, she 
was bound. And the distinction was based on a passage in the 
judgment of Lord Hatspury, where he distinguished between 
the case of a contract validly entered into and final and an 
arrangement which must be enforced by the court. But in fact 
the distinction seems to be misleading. Whatever be the nature 
of the compromise effected by an advocate, it is subject to the 
control of the court, and, if it has taken the form of a contract, 
the court may decline to lend its assistance as much as where it 
contempiates further proceedings before the court. What the 
advocate may do in pursuance of his general authority is subject 
to the control of the court, and this is the principle that Neale v 
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Gordon-Lennox seems to h: ive ‘affirmed. In a case such as Little 
v. Spreadbury, where the client has apparently consented to the 
compromise and afterwards alleges that the consent was given by 
mistake, the question would seem to be whether the meaning of 
the compromise was brought home to her, and this was the 
view taken by the county court judge. He found that the 
defendant did not in fact understand the terms and did not 
mean to accept them, and that the compromise was not binding 
on her. In other words, her consent to the compromise was 
given in error, and it is permissible to read Neale v. Gordon- 
Lennox, and especially the judgment of Lord LINDLEY, as shew- 
ing that in these circumstances the court would not treat her as 
bound. It must be remembered, however, that in Weale v. 
Gordon-Lennox, questions of character were at stake, while Little 
Vv. Spreadhury involved no suck special issue, and if the matter 
depends on the control of the court there was much less ground 
for interference in the latter case than in the former ; though if 
it depends on the client’s real assent the result must be the same 
in each case. Practically Neale v. Gordon-Lennor seems to have 
diminished the authority of an advocate to enter into compromises 
without shewing exactly how far the diminution is to be carried, 
and it still remains to be determined whether that case really 
limits the general authority of the advocate, or only forbids the 
court to enforce a compromise cf which it does not approve. 


Reviews. 


The Annual Practice. 


THE ANNUAL Practice, 1911: BEING A CoLLECTION oF STATUTES, 
ORDERS, AND RULES RELATING TO THE GENERAL Practice, Pro 
CEDURE, AND JURISDICTION OF THE SUPREME Court ; witH Notes, 
Forms, &c. By B. Fosserr Lock, M.A., Barrister-at-Law, 
Ricuarp Wuire, a Master of the Supreme Court, and Francis A, 
STRINGER, of the Central Office, Royal Courts of Justice. In Two 
VoLtuMEs. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited); Stevens & Sons (Limited), 
This work, which again makes its ap pearance at the commence 

ment of the legal year, continues to give the profession full guidance 

upon all matters of practice, and upon such matters of substantive 
law as are regulated by the Judicature Acts. The alterations in the 
rules during the past year have not been ¢ ither numerous or import 
ant, but such as have been made are duly incorporated. Thus 
ord, 22, r.15, on the payment of money recovered on behalf of an 
infant or person of unsound mind, has been slightly amended so 
as to make it general in its operation; and change s have been 
made in ord. 35, rr. 4, 6A, relating to costs in district registries. Rule 
4has been printed as altered, but the notes do not, as in othe: 
cases, call attention to the alteration. The effect is to enable all 
costs of matters proceeding in a district registry to be taxed the re, 

and not only where final judgment has been entered in that regis stry ; 

and an alteration in rule 6A enables costs of non-contentious 
business to be taxed in the Liverpool and Manchester registries. 

With this rule should be read the note to “ Solicitors ” (vol. 2, p. 560), 

referring to Pe Stead (ante, p. 618), which, we believe, was ice uuse 

of the alteration of the rule. Various parts of the work have been 
entrusted, as before, to writers specially competent to deal with them. 

Thus Mr. B lake Odgers, K.C. , continues to be re sponsib le for the 

pleading orders, Judge Bray for discovery, Master King for taxation 

of costs, and Mr. Cordery for solicitors ; while those who are 
entangled in the thorny ways of revenue pre actice will be grateful for 

Mr. Johnston’s statement of it in vol, Owing to the retirement 

of Master Burney, Master White is now associated with Mr. Fossett 

Lock and Mr. F. A. Stringer in the editorship, and under these 

gentlemen the work fully maintains its reputation for utility 

accuracy and a , 


Rian. of the Week. 


Practice.—The Yearly Supreme Court Practice, 1911: being 


the Judicature Acts and Rules, 1873 to 1910, and other Statutes and | 


Orders relating to the Practice of the Supreme Court, with the 


Appellate Practice of the House of Lords : with Pr ictical Notes. By | 


M. Murr Mackenzie, B.A., one of the Official Referees of the 
Supreme Court, &e. ; 'T. Wrir - s CHITTY, a te ister of the Supreme 
Court ; and R. E. Ross, LL. Barrister-at-Law. With a Special 
Section on Divorce Practice, : Swe Vols, " pacetweath & Co. 


Contempt of Court.—Oswalk ’s C ontempt of Court, Com 





of Forma, By the late JAMEs FRANC Is Osw ALD, Q.C. Third 
Edition. By Grorce Stuart Rosertson, M.A., Barrister-at-Law, 
sutterworth & Co. 


Real and Personal Property.—The Student's Guide to 
the Law of Keal and Personal Property and Conveyancing. By 
Cuar.tes THWwAITEs, Solicitor. Sixth Edition. Geo. Barber, 
Furnival Press. 


The Finance (1909-10) Act, Ig1Io. 


Tue following memorandum as to various questions of practice arising 
on the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, has been issued by the Council of 
the Law Society. It is intended to put into a convenient form 
for the use of members certain opinions of the Council of the Law 
Society on questions of practice arising in connection with the Finance 
(1909-10) Act, 1910, raised for their consideration by the provincial 
law societies and by individual members of the society, and also certain 
replies received from the Commissioners of Inland Revenue in answe1 
to communications from the Council in respect of some of the questions 
raised. 


I.—STAMPS. 


Finance (1909-10) Acr, 1910, Sec. 73.—On the question as to what 
constitutes ‘‘ part of a larger transaction or of a series of transactions 
within section 73 of the Act, the Council have had the following cases 
submitted to them : 

(a2) A man became bankrupt owing money to his bank« 
secure which they held the deeds of three houses in two seed ite 
mortgages. The solicitor to the official receiver paid off the bank 


and took a transfer of the two mortgages. A contract was sub 
sequently entered into for the sale of the three houses to a relation 
of the debtor for such a sum as a surveyor agreed upon should 


determine to be their value. The surveyor put a separate value on 
each of the houses, and the houses were conveyed two by one 
deed and one by another, the titles being distinct. The purchase 
money for the three exceeded £500, but the purchase money in 
each conveyance was under £500. 


The Council considered that the transaction effected by each deed 
formed part of a larger transaction. 

(b) At a sale by public auction a purchaser of three lots, which 
were knocked ‘aan to him at £225, £220, and £225 respectively, 
took two contracts—one for the first lot at £225, and another fo: 
the other two lots at £445—and proposes to take conveyances 
accordingly. 





In the opinion of the Council these are separate transactions. 

) Trustees since the Act offered several lots of property form 
ing the estate of their testator for sale by auction, all of them 
except Lot 6, being of freehold tenure, and all held under distinct 
titles. Lot 3 was bought for £450 by a purchaser who at the same 
sale also purchased Lot 6 (which was leasehold) for £115. All 
the purchasers signed a common form of contract at the end of 
the particulars and conditions which related to the whole of the 
lots, and this contract has been stamped with duty to cover each 
of the lots sold. The purchaser of Lots 3 and 6 is proposing to 
take separate assurances. 


The Council consider that these are separate transactions. 

(d) ‘“‘A” bought a piece of land and built a house upon it, 
and obtained a mortgage for £400 thereon from ‘“* X.’ ‘Sf 
subsequently bought another piece of land, erected a house up: 
it, and obtained another mortgage for £400 thereon from “ Y. 
‘*A’’ subsequently bought a third plot of land and erected a house 
and obtained another mortgage for £400 thereon from ‘*‘ Z.”’ ‘* A 
subsequently executed a decd. of assignment for the benefit of his 
creditors, and ‘‘ B’’ was appointed trustee. ‘‘B’’ found the three 
equities of redemption were worth very little, and he offered to 
sell them to a creditor for £50, to be apportioned as follows : £5 
for the equity of one property, £15 for another, and £30 for the 
remaining one—thus in effect giving £405, £415, and £430 resp 


tively for the three properties. 


», The Council consider this one transaction. 


e) The governors of a grammar school, for the purpose of enlarg 
ing their premises, have agreed to purchase certain lands adjoin 
ing their present premises. The lands purchased belong to tw 
different persons, with each of whom there is a separate and inde 
pendent agreement, and each purchase is, as far as the vendors 
are concerned, quite distinct from and independent of the other. 
Each separate purchase money is under £500, but the two together 
amount to over £500. 


These, in the opinion of the Council, are separate transactions. 


The further point arises whether, in cases in which there is a 
hbond-fide doubt whether the transaction forms part of a larger transa 


,; tion or series of transactions, the vendor ought to execute the deed 


| containing that certificate mentioned in the section. If he does not, the 
é | purchaser cannot raise the question with the Department. The 
mittal, Attachment and Arrest upon Civil Process, with an Appendix ! 


Council are of opinion that the vendor may reasonably give the certi 
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ficate on the purchaser undertaking to put the facts before the Commis- 
sioners and to have the stamp duty adjudicated. 

The Council recognise that it is not always easy to determine what 
is meant by the phrase ‘‘ forming part of a larger transaction or of 
a series of transactions,’’ and they have raised the point in a communi- 
cation to the Inland Revenue Commissioners, who have replied as 
follows :— 


‘‘ While the Board are not prepared to offer any general de- 
finition of the terms ‘larger transaction’ and ‘series of transac- 
tions’ as used in Section 73 of the Finance (1909-10) Act, they 
are clearly of opinion that where the same purchaser buys several 
properties from the same vendor at the same auction, and the 
aggregate consideration exceeds £500, the certificate required by 
the proviso to the section cannot properly be inserted in the con- 
veyances. It appears to the Board that there is no ground upon 
which the purchaser is entitled to claim relief in such 
a case, and that the precise object of the insertion of the term 
‘series of transactions’ as supplemental to and distinct from the 
term ‘larger transaction’ was to preclude claims for relief on the 
ground that the purchases, though practically contemporaneous, 
were the subject of separate contracts. 

‘‘The board concur in the view expressed by the Council that, 
whatever the facts of the case may be, it is an essential condition 
of the grant of relief under the proviso that the deed should contain 
the specified certificate.’’ 

The Council have not had an opportunity of reconsidering the matter 
since the receipt of this letter. 


II.—INCREMENT VALUE DUTY. 


1. Costs IN RELATION TO PAYMENT OF INCREMENT VALUE Duty.—The 
Council have been asked whether the additional work thrown on the 
vendor’s solicitor in relation to the payment of increment value duty 
should be separately charged or whether it is, in the opinion of the 
Council, included in the deduci ing scale fee. 

The Council are of opinion that this work, now for the first time 
thrown upon the vendor’s solicitor, is not included in the scale charge 
for deducing title and completing conveyance, and that the solicitor is 
entitled to make a reasonable charge under Schedule II. for the addi 
tional work done. 

The Council are of opinion that the same rule applies to a solicitor 
acting for a lessor. 

They are further of opinion that, in the absence of special agreement 
to the contrary, the lessor’s costs in relation to the assessment and 
payment of increment value duty are payable by the lessor and cannot 
be recovered by him from the lessee. 





2. CONVEYANCE AFTER THE ActT IN PURSUANCE OF CONTRACT MADE 
BEFORE THE Act.—The Council have been requested to urge the Inland 
Revenue authorities to stamp with the stamp mentioned in section 4 
(3) (¢) of the Finance Act instruments executed after the Act in pur- 
suance of contracts made be — the Act on the ground that, if this is 
not done, the deed being dated after the Act would prima facie require 
to be stamped under this ie, and it would be necessary to satisfy 
a subsequent purchaser that the contract was dated before the Act. 
The point has been submitted to the Inland Revenue authorities, who 
have replied that they are advised that such an instrument ‘‘ does not 
fall within the scope of section 4 of the Act, and that no certificate 
which they could give would have any statutory or legal validity.’’ 
The objection on the part of the commissioners to impress the stamp 
prescribed by section 4 (3) (¢) may be well founded, but the inconveni- 
ence of having no stamp dealing with the subject on the deed remains. 

The Council suggest that in every such case the vendor or lessor 
should insert a recital that the conveyance or lease is made in pursuance 
of a contract made before the Act, and that such recital should state 
the date and nature of such contract. It is true that such a recital 
would not strictly be evidence, but if the authorities afterwards stamp 
the deed it may in practice be accepted as duly stamped. 

3. THe STAMP UNDER Section 4 (3) (b).—It has been suggested to the | 
Council that the practice of the Commissioners of stamping a deed when 
presented to them with a stamp bearing the words ‘ Particulars 
delivered ’’ is not a compliance by them with section 4 (3) (+) of the 
Finance Act. In answer to a communication from the Council, the 
Inland Revenue authorities have replied :— 





The board are advised that the stamp which it is their practice | 
to impress on instruments of which satisfactory particulars have 
been presented is sufficient to render the instrument duly stamped 
so far as increment value duty is concerned.”’ 


The Council are not wholly satisfied with this reply, and propose to 
consider the matter again after the Long Vacation. 

4. WuetTHer LAND IN THE HANDS OF A PURCHASER IS CHARGED WITH 
INCREMENT VALUE Duty.—The Council are of opinion that increment 
value duty (except when payable on the occasion of death) is not a 
charge on the land, and that a purchaser or sub-purchaser is protected 
if the instrument is impressed with one of the stamps prescribed by 
section 4 of the Act. It is true that section 4 (4) makes the duty 
when assessed a Crown debt, and that a Crown debt if registered is 
a charge on the Crown debtor’s land; but unless the @uty is assessed 
before the conveyance, the land will not be in the possession of the 
debtor at the time the duty becomes a debt. 


5. Usr or Forms I.V.D. (A) anv I.V.D. (B).—A suggestion has been | 


made to the Council that the profession should not (except in special 
circumstances) fill up the form I.V.D. (B), but should make it a practice 
to furnish a copy of the instrument accompanied by form I.V.D. (A), 
and further that the certificate of correctness should not be signed by 
the solicitor, but by the client. 

The form I.V.D. (A) is intended to be used where a copy of the 
instrument to be stamped is furnished and contains a certificate at the 
foot that the statements contained in it are correct to the best of the 
knowledge and belief of the person signing, who may be the transferor 
or lessor or his solicitor or agent. 

The form I.V.D. (B) is for use where a copy of the instrument is 
not provided, and purports to give an abstract of the instrument and 
to certify the accuracy of certain facts outside the instrument. It 
contains at the foot an unqualified certificate of the correctness of the 
statements contained in it to be signed by the solicitor of the transferor 
or lessor. 

The Council consider that the question which form should be adopted 
must depend on the circumstances of each case, and further that if the 
certificate is given by the solicitor bond fide and after due enquiry he 
does not incur any personal liability ; but there seems no reason why 
the certificate in form I.V.D. (B) should not be qualified in the same 
way as that in form I.V.D. (A). 

Since the foregoing observations were drafted the Commissioners 
have issued a “circular to solicitors,’’ dated July, 1910, relaxing to 
some extent the regulations as to the particulars to be furnished under 
section 4. 

6. Form I.V.D. (G).—This form has been prepared by the Inland 
Revenue authorities to meet the case where an instrument executed 
by the transferor or lessor, but undated, is presented with the required 
particulars. In such a case the authorities refuse to put the stamp 
* Particulars delivered ” on the deed owing to the absence of a date, 
but they give the transferor or lessor this form I.V.D. (G), which is a 
guarantee that the “Particulars delivered” stamp will impressed on 
demand on the production of the instrument completed and dated. 

The Council have been asked to consider whether it is not advisable 
to insert in contracts for sale and purchase a special condition reauiring 
the purchaser to complete on tender ‘by the vendor of an I.V.D, (GQ) 
form, together with the conveyance duly executed, notwithstanding the 
fact that the deed is not impressed with any stamp menti ioned in 
section 4 (3) of the Finance Act. 

The Council do not consider that there is any necessity to issue any 
general advice to members on this point. They are of opinion that the 
difficulty which arises can be got over by dating the deed, and that 
in any case it is scarcely likely that purchasers will object to accept the 
form I.V.D. (G). 

7. Wuo are Persons “INTERESTED IN THE LAND,’ WITHIN 
Section 27 (5) or THE ACT, WHO MAY OBJECT TO VALUATIONS ?—In view 
of the fact that the definition of ‘‘ interest in land ’’ in section 41 of 
the Act does not include a mortgage, the Council have been asked 
whether in their opinion a mortgagee is a person who may object—as 

“person interested in the land ”’—to valuations made by the commis- 
sioners under Sections 26 and 

In answer to a communication from the Council the Inland Revenue 
authorities have replied :— 

“The Board have decided to treat a mortgagee as a person 
interested in Jand within the meaning of Section 27 (5) of the Act. 
A mortgagee will accordingly be entitled to be served with a copy 
of the provisional valuation so long as he makes application before 
the valuation is finally settled.” 

8. PostTion OF AN EXECUTOR OR TRUSTEE WHO WISHES TO DISTRIBUTE 
iN ESTATE WHEN HE IS LIABLE FOR INCREMENT VALUE Duty.—The 
Council have been asked to call the attention of the authorities to the 
fact that until the valuations required by the Act are made (which, 
it is suggested, will probably not be for a long time) the vendor (who 
may be an executor or trustee desirous of distributing an estate) is 
under a liability of an uncertain amount, which he cannot get rid 
and to urge an amendment of the Act to give relief in such case. 

The Council have been informed by the authorities that it is very 
unlikely that a longer period than three months will elapse before the 
valuation or valuations in any particular case in which duty may be 
assessable are ‘completed. Thev understand that while general valuation 


| of all property in the United Kingdom is being proceeded with, special 


valuers are assigned to deal with each case as it arises. In the circum- 
stances the Council feel that there is no sufficient reason for action on 
their part on the lines suggested. 


9. Ww HETHER THE AGREEMENT FOR SALE OR LEASE OF LAND SHOULD 
OR MUST BEAR AN INCREMENT VALUE Duty Stamp.—It has been sug- 
gested that a contract for the sale of the fee simple of land or of any 
** interest in land,’’ or for the grant of a lease, is not duly stamped 
unless it bears an increment value duty stamp, and that it would not 
be available in an action for specific performance unless so stamped. 


(7) As to a contract for sale. 

The Council are not disposed to agree that a contract for sale is not 
duly stamped unless and until it bears an increment value duty stamp. 
The stamp may be impressed on the contract, but it will probably 
more often be affixed to the conveyance. The Commissioners advise 
applicants who desire to pay increment value duty on the contract for 
sale to wait until the sale is completed, and this seems the proper 


| course, as the transaction may never be carried through, and in that 


case no increment value duty will be payable. 
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Should it in any case become necessary to sue on the contract for 
specific performance or otherwise, it may then be necessary to have 
the contract stamped for increment value duty, 
authorities will afford facilities for this to the 

(b) As to a contract for a lease. 

Where a contract is merely preliminary to a lease as a contract for 
sale is to a conveyance, the Council are of opinion that the same 
considerations apply as in the case of a contract for sale, but where 
the agreement is (as in the case of builder’s agreement) one under 
which leases will be called for after long intervals (e.g., on the com- 
pletion of houses) the question is one of greater difficulty. Moreover, 
the builder might assign the benefit of the agreement before the leases 
were granted, and the purchaser would then require to be satisfied that 
either the duty had ioe paid or particulars delivered, and the assi; gn- 
ment might also be another occasion for the payment of duty. 

The Council have communicated with the Inland Revenue authorities 
on these points, and they have replied as follows : 


purchaser. 


‘In the case quoted the assignment of the benefit of the contract 
may or may not ae a transfer of an interest within the meaning of 
section 4 of the Act. 

“‘The Board are advised that in the case of an ordinary building 
agreement which gives the builder no interest in the land on which 
the house is to be erected’ the transfer of thesbuilder’s rights there- 
under would not constitute such a transfer unless all the conditions 
on the part of the builder which entitle him to a léase have been 
fulfilled so that he is presently entitled to have the lease granted. 

‘*In a case in which the assignment does constitute the transfer 
of an interest, it should bear one of the stamps mentioned in 
section 4 (3) of the Act; in other cases no stamp is necessary so 
far as increment value duty is concerned. Subject to this con 
sideration, the provided the lease from the 
original lessor bears one of the stamps mentioned in the sub-section 
above quoted. In the exceptional case in which it becomes necessary 
for the builder or the purchaser to sue for specific performance the 
Soard would be prepared to give the increment value duty stamp 





purchaser is protected, 


on the agreement (if such stamp is necessary) provided that the 
party concerned furnishes such particulars as it is in his power to 
give, and undertakes to furnish any further particulars which 
may be necessary if and when the lease is ultimately granted.” 








Law Students’ Journal. 
Law Students’ Societies. 


Depatinc Socrety.—October 11—Chairman, Mr. 
The subject for debate was: ‘‘ That the case of 
(1910, 1 K. B. 215) was wrongly decided.”’ Mr. 
affirmative, Mr. H. T. Thomson seconded 


Law StupeEnts’ 
R. W. Handley. 
Yonge v. Toynbee 
T. B. Harston opened in the 





in the affirmative ; Mr. Ernest Todd opened in the negative, Mr. Kafka 
seconded in the negative. The following members continued the 
debate :—Messrs. W. S. Jones, Harnett, Meche, Batley, Burgis, Dowd 


ing, Pleadwell, Davies, and Talbot. The motion was lost by five votes. 


Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. Justice Lusn has received the honour of knighthood. 
Mr. Witi1am James Wauau, K.C., has been appointed Recorder of 
Middlesbrough. Mr. Waugh was called to the bar in 1880. 





Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolution. 


Samvuet Spry and Ceci, Evans Preston, solicitors (Spry & Preston), 
Middlesbrough. Nov. 18, 1905. The said Cecil Evans Preston will 
alone continue the said business as he has done since the 18th of 


November, 1905. (Gazette, Oct. 11. 


General. 


The death is announced of Mr. Edward Morphy, K.( 
Judge of Mayo. He was appointed in 1903. 

From a report as to proceedings under the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act and the Employers’ Liability Act, just issued, it appears that the total 
amount of compensation paid under the Act in seven great groups of 
industries during the year was £2,274,238. 


The Lord Chief Justice announced on Wednesday that during the 
present sittings all applications in relation to cases in the Special Jury 
List should be made to Mr. Justice Ridley, in the Common Jury List 
to Mr. Justice Bray, and in the Non-jury List to Mr. Justice Channell. 


His Honour Judge Bacon, who was seventy-eight on the 7th inst., 
was, says the Evening Standard, early at work in the morning in the 
Bloomsbury Court, and dealt with varied kinds of litigation, jnvolving 
difficult points of law, with a vigour and quickness that would be note- 
worthy in a man thirty years his junior. 


},, County Court 


and the Inland Revenue | 


| 
| 
| 





Judge Dodd, K.C., speaking at the Hull County Court on the judicial 
sti tistics, to which we referred last week, said that the Hull court » had 
more Admiralty business than any other provincial county court. Last 
year there were seventy-eight Admiralty cases, in which the claims 
amounted to £9,996. In Parliament it had been recently suggested that 
county court fees were excessive and pressed heavily upon the parties 
in the smaller cases. Speaking, though not, of course, with any adequate 
knowledge, of how far the resources of this country would allow of a 
reduction in the fees now charged, he thought the question might well 
be considered by those in power. 

Mr. Gilbert Bayes, one of the most brilliant of the younger British 
sculptors, has, says the Daily Mail, just been commissioned to execute 
the designs for the new Great Seal of the United Kingdom required by 
the accession of King George. It has been the custom for many cen- 
turies, said Mr. Bayes, to have the Sovereign sitting on the throne in 
royal robes on the obverse side, and on the reverse the Sovereign on 
horseback. This time it is going to be different, but I am not at 
liberty yet to tell you what my plans are. I am allowed a certain 
amount of freedom with the design on the reverse side, but on the 
other side I am instructed to adhere to the more conventional group of 
the King enthroned, with perhaps one or two symbolical figures. 

Mr. A. J. Ram, writing to the 7'imes on the Act of Queen Anne 
requiring members of Parliament who are appointed to certain places 
and offices to resign their seats, says: ‘‘ It is the injury which may be 
and sometimes is inflicted on the State which I desire to point out. No 
Government can regard lightly the loss of a seat, and the advisers of 
the Crown dare not therefore in some cases nominate for a vacant office, 
whether political or judicial, one whose seat is held by a small majority, 
although the holder may be the best man for the post, and the State 
thereby loses a good servant. The evils aimed at by this obsolete 
statute have long” ceased to exist, and I submit it is now productive 
of mischief only, and that its repeal would be a public eal os ige.”’ 


Signs have not been wanting during the past year or two, says a 
writer in the Globe, that the Commercial Court had lost the hold it had 
upon commercial men while Sir James Mathew presided over it. They 
are not so conspicuous as they were. In the present list fifty-nine com- 
mercial causes are entered—a number considerably above the average of 
recent years. It would have been strange if the commercial community 
had shewn any marked reluctance at the present time to bring their 
disputes before the court that was created for their benefit fifteen years 
ago; for the bench is now particularly strong in judges familiar with 
mercantile law, Mr. Justice Pickford, Mr. Justice Hamilton, Mr. 
Justice Scrutton, and Mr. Justice Horridge having all been leading 
practitioners in the Commercial Court. It is not a little curious that 
the services of a London special jury—the best kind of jury in the 
world—should be employed so seldom by commercial litigants. Only 
two cases are entered in the present London jury list. 


Mr. F. E. Smith, K.C., M.P., addressing the Birmingham Chamber 
of Commerce on the 10th inst. on ‘‘ The Capture of Private Property at 
Sea,’”’ said that the moment we conceded, he thought inadvisedly con 
ceded, by assenting to the Declaration of Paris, the right of neutral 
vessels to frank the goods of our enemies, the present practice became 
an anachronism of very little advantage to us, and in many of its aspects 
positively disadvantageous to us, in the contingency of war. He asked 
them to say that the balance of advantage, considering it exclusively 
from the point of view of England, suggested that the time had come 
when England might reasonably assent to the modification of the present 
practice. ‘Our opponents under the present system did not stand to 
lose as much as we did. Not one of our great foreign rivals was any- 
thing like so dependent upon imported foodstuffs as we were. Very 
few of them were so dependent upon imported raw materials as wi 
were, and there was not one of them that could not atone for an inter 
ruption in the tide of sea-borne commerce by a partial substitution of 
land-borne commerce. It was clear that if war broke out to-morrow 
we must either get our food supplied or we should starve. We must 
either get raw materials for our industries or they would perish o1 
suffer from temporary paralysis or atrophy. It was essential, if this 
country was to exist at all and to carry on war, that we should detail 
such a proportion of our Fleet to the protection of our commerce as 
might very easily in these days of narrow margins greatly impair the 
efficiency of the rest of the Fleet to discharge its paramount purpose of 
seeking out and destroying the ships of our enemy. They must never 
forget that the Declaration of Paris had modified the whole position. 
So long as we could attack an enemy’s goods wherever we found them, 
in any ship of any country, then he agreed that the maintenance of the 
existing practice gave us a weapon of incalculable weight and efficiency, 
but the moment that power was surrendered the maintenance of the 
practice became an anachronism. 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota or Reaistrars 1n ATTENDANCE OW 





Mr. Justice 


Emercexoy Appear Court Mr. Justice 

Date. Rota. No. 2 Joyor. Swinvew Eapy. 

, Oct, 17 Mr Farmer Mr Leach Mr Theed Mr Borrer 
sete eevcccces BO Bloxam Farmer Church Leac h 
Wednesday ...... 19 Theed Bloxam Synge Farmer 
Thursday - 20 Church Theed Goldschmidt Bloxam 
Friday ... 21 Synge Church Greswell Theed 
Saturday . 22 Goldschmidt Synge Beal Church 
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Date. 


Mr, Justice 









Mr. Justice 


Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 


Warainerton. NEVILLE. PaRKEB. Evg, 
Morday ...July 17 Mr Goldschmidt Mr Bloxam Mr Synge Mr Beal 
Tuesday ...--.0. 18 Greswell Theed Goldschmidt Borrer 
Wednesday ...... 19 Beal Church Greswell Leach 
Thursday ......... 20 Borrer Synge Beal Farmer 
Friday ..-...00... 21 Leach Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam 
Saturday ....-~reee 22 Farmer Greswell Leach Toees 


MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1910. 


COURT OF APPEAL. 
Appgat Court I. 


Exparte Applications and Appeals from 
toe King’s Bench D virion (interlocu- 
tory List) will be in the Paper for Lear- 
ing on Oct. 12th. 


Appeals in the Final and New Trial List 
will be taken on Thursday, the 13h 
Oct., and continued in this Court. 


Other Bosiness will be taken from time 
to time, as announced in the Daly 
Cause Lit. 

Appeat Court II. 

Exparte Appl cations and Appeals from 
the Chancery, Probate and Divorce 
Divisions (Interlocutory List) will be in 
the Paper for hearing on Oct. 12th. 

Appeals in the Chancery General List 
will be taken on Thursday, the 13.h, 
onwards. 

Other Business to be taken in this Court 


will, from time to time, be announced in 
the Daily Cause List. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION, 
Lorp CHANCELLOR’s Court. 

Mr. Justice JOYCE. 

Except when other Business is advertised 
in the Daily Cause List Actions with 
Witnesses will be taken throughout the 
Sittings. 

Cuancery Court I. 


Mr. Justice SWINFEN EADY. 


> 


Saturday .. 12 ~ caus, pets, and non wit 
Monday....14 Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday ..15...Fur con and noa-wit list 
Wednesday 16) ose a 

Thursday ...17 § Non-wit list 
Friday ......18 Mots and non-wit list 

i il a Sht caus, pets, and non- 
Saturday ...19 { wit list 

Monday .... 21 . Sitting in chambers 
——. ...22 ..Fur con and non-wit list 
Wednesday 23 + 13 

Thursday .. 24 } Non-wit list 

Friday ...... 25...Motsand non-wit litt 
Saturday ...26 i oe caus, pets, and non-wit 
Monday......28.. Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday 29.. Fur con and non-wit list 


Wednesday 30 ceo 
Thurs., Dec. 1 } Non-wit list 





Friday ..... 2.. Mots and non-wit het 

~, d 2 {Sht caus, pets, and non- 
Saturday ... 3 } wit list 

Monday...... 5 Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday ... 6. Fur con and n_n-wit list 


Wednesday 7) 
Thursday ... 8 § 
Friday ...... 9...Mots and non-wit list 

’ { Sht caus, pets, and non- 
Saturday .. 10 S rit list 
Monday.. ...12 Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday ...13..Fur con and non-wit list 
Wednesday 14 ps 
Thuraday...15 Non-w't list 
Friday ...... 16... Mots and not. wit list 


Non-wit list 


Saturday . 





Monday..... 19...8itting in chambers 
Tuesday ...20 ..Fur con and non- wit list 
Wednesday 21 . Remaining matters 


Any cause intended to be heard as a 
short cause must be eo marked in the 
cause book at least one clear day bef re 
the same can be put im the paper to be 

_ #0 beard, and the necessary paperr, 
including two copies of minutes of the 
proposed judgment or ‘order, must be 





i7f Sht caus, pets, and non-wit | 
wer 


left with the judge’s clerk one clear | 
day before the cause is to be put into | 


the paper. 


Except when other Business is advertised | 


in the Daily Cause List Mr. Justice 
Swinfen Eady will take Actions with 
Witnesses daily throughout the Sit inge. 


Cuancery Court IV. 
Mr. Justice PARKER. 


During these Sittings Mr. Justice Parker 
will not (except under special circum- 
stances) sit on Saturdays, but on the 
other days of the week he will sit tll 
4.30 p.m. instead of till4p.m. Actions 
with Witnesses will be taken daily 
except when other Business is adver- 
tised. 


Cuancery Court II. 


Ma. Justice WARRINGTON. 


Wed., Oct. 12...Motiors 
Thursday ...13 ..Non-wit list 


Friday ..... 14.. Mots and non-wit list | 
~fSht caus, pets, and non- | 

Saturday .. 15 : wih lies 

Monday...... 17...8itting in chambers 


Tuesday ...18...Fur con and non-wit list 
Wednesday 19) yw F 

Thursday ...20§ Non-wit list 

Friday ... . 21...Mots and non-wit list 


Saturday ...22 i ey caus, pets, and non-wit 
Monday...... 24 . Sitting in chambers 


Tuesday ...26..Fur con and non-wit list 
Thereaas 37 } Non-wit list 

Friday ...... 28...Mots and non-wit list 

’ § Sht caus, pets, and non-wit 
Saturday ...29 2 list 


Monday .. 31...8itting in chambers 

Tues., Nov. 1...Fur con and non-w t list 

Wednesday 2+ ‘ 

Thursday ... 3} Non-wit list 

Friday ...... 4 Mots and non-wit list 

Saturday ... 5 a caus, pets, and non-wit 

Monday...... 7.. Sitting in chambers 

a sa 8 ..Fur con ani non-wit lirt 
ednesday 9}, Hit lie 

Thursday ...10 | Non-wit list 

Friday ......11...Mota and non-wit list 


| N.B.—The following papers on further 
| consideration are required for the use 
of the judge, viz.:—Two copies of 
minutes of the proposed judgment or 
order, 1 copy pleadings, and 1 copy 
master’s certificate, which must be 
left in court with the judge’s clerk 
one clear day before the further 
consideration is ready to come into the 
paper. 


Cuancery Court III. 


Mr. Justice NEVILLE. 


The Business in this Court (except when 
otherwise advertised) will be taken as 
follows :— 

Monday—SBitting in chambers 


Tuetdays—Companies Acts and non- 
witness list. 
Wednesdays—Further  cnsiderations 

and non-witness list. 


Thursdays—Non-witness list, 


Fridays—Motions, short causes, peti- 
tione and non-wit: ess list 


N.B.—Wednesday, the 12th October, will 
be a Motion day. 


There will be no Sitting on Saturdays 
the Court will sit from 10.15 to 4,1; 
other days. 5 


Kriva’s Bencu Court. 
Before Mr. Justice EVE. 


Wed., Oct. 12 ...Motions 
Thursday .. 13.. Non-wit list 
Friday ......14. Mots and non-wit list 
‘ ~ § Manchester and Liverpool 
Saturday ...1i { hentnees 
Monday...... 17...8itting in chambers 
(Sht caus, pets, fur con, 
Tostay 18) and nou-wit list 
here v4 Non-wit list 
Friday 21...Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday .. 22...No sitting 
Monday ...24. Sitting in chambers 
" {Sht caus, pets, fur con 
Tuesday ...25) ond non-wit list ’ 








Wednesday 26 ) sa: {Sht'caus, pets, fur con 
Thursday. .27 \ Non-wit list | Teesiay ... / {and non-wit list. 

Friday ..... 28 ..Mots and mn nod _ Teese? : t Non-wit list 

Saturday ...29 } ae catieaamanensl Friday ...... 9...Mots and non-wit list 


) Manchester and Liverpool 
Saturday ...10 } busine-s 


Monday..,...12...Sitting in chambers 
" qf Sbt caus, pets, fur con, 
Tuesday ...18 and non-wit list 


Non-wit list 


Monday... ..31 . Sitting in chambers 

r {Sht caus, pets, fur con 
Tues., Nov. 1 (and non-wit list : 
Wednesday 2) +4 50 
Thursday ... 35 Non-wit list 
Friday, ..... + ..Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday ... 5...No sitting 


Wednesday 14 
Thursday ...15 4 


Monday...... 7...8ittiog in chambers Beidoy “si 30... ets om’ nen-wit lat 
¢S8ht caus, pets, fur con, Saturday 17. No = ng 
Tuesday ... 8) end non-wit hat Monday ....19...Sitting in chambers 
i ie ue ‘ ifian on } Sht caus, pets, and non- 
Wed.esday 92 Non_wit list Tuesday ...20 iwi 


Thursday ..10 5 * il te li 
Friday / .. 11...Mots and non-wit list Wednesday 21 ..Non-wit liat 
Saturday 12 } Manchester and Liverpool | On Monday to Friday inclusive, in the 

"(| business | weeks ending October 22nd, November 
Monday...... 14 . Sitting in chambers 5th and 19th, December 3rd and 17th, 
Tuesday . 15 § Sht caus, pets, fur c n, the Court will sit until 4.30 p.m. 
Weleesh 4 : 4 cog non-wit list 

ednesday 16 anes 
Thursday : 17 | Non-wit list 
Friday ..... 18...Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday ...19...No sitting 
Monday . ...21...Sitting in chambers 
Snt caus, ts, fur con, 

Tuesday ...23 { and here 


Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be so 
heard, Tw» copies of minutes of the pro- 
posed judgment or order must be left 
in court with the judge’s clerk one clear 


Wednesday 23} sa day before the cause is to be put in the 

aw . 244 eee es paper. A epenaaneangy the cause will not :e 
r.day . 25 ..Mots and non-wit list put in tha paper, 

eT ten . ( Liverpool and Manchester 

Saturday ...26 ( business | N.B.—The following papers on farther con- 

Monday ...23...Sitting in chambers | sideration are required for the use ot the 


Judge, viz. :—Two copies of minutes of 
the proposed order, 1 copy plead nga, 1 
c ‘py judgment, and 1 copy master’s certi- 


Tuesday .. 29 { Sht caus, pets, fur i 
} 
| ficate, which must be left in court with 


and non-wit list 
Wedne:day 3) } 


Thurs.. Dec. 1 | XO2-wit list 


Friday ..,... 2.. Mots and non-wit list the judge’s cierk one clear day before 
Saturday ... 3...No sitting the farther consideration is ready to 
Monday...... 5...8itting in chambers come into the paper. 


COURT OF APPEAL. 
MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1910. 


The appeals or other business proposed to be taken will, from time 
to time, be announced in the Daily Cause List. 


FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, THE PROBATE, DIVORCE 
AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION (PROBATE AND DIVORCE), 
AND THE COUNTY PALATINE AND STANNARIES 


COURTS. 
(General List.) 
1909. 

In re Ceorge Hodges, dee Hodges and ors Vv Hodges and ors appl of 
deft J A Hodges from order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated Oct 16, 
1909 December 20 

1910. 


Willmott v The London Road Car Ltd ld 
Mr Justice Neville, dated April 6, 1910 April 20 

Fox v Astrachans ld appl of defts from order of Mr Justice 
dated May 4, 1910 (s o generally) May 7 

In re Thornton’s Settlement NacLeod v Thornton appl of deft M K 
Thornton from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated April 13, 1910 
May 23 

M B Foster & Sons ld and reduced v Benskin’s Watford Brewery ld 
appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice Parker, dated Oct 27, 1909 
May 27 

The Z Electric Lamp Manufacturing Co ld v Marples, Leach & Co 
appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Parker, dated March 9, 1910 
and motion to adduce further evidence June 2 

Watts v The Everitt Press Manufacturing Co 
order of Mr Justice Eve, dated May 4, 1910 

Donnersmarckhitte Oberschlesische Eisen und 
Gessellschaft v The Electric Construction Co Id 


appl of defts from order of 


Neville, 


appl of defts from 
June 3 


Kohlenwerke Actien 
appl of pltff from 


order of Mr Justice Parker, dated Feb 28, 1910 June 4 
In re Thomas Bradley, dec Greaves v Walker appl of deft from 
order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated April 12, 1910 June 8 


In re Hoyles, dec Row v Jagg and ors and Attorney-General appl of 
Attorney-General from order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated 
June 4, 1910 June 11 

Keary and ors v The Acme Tone Engraving Co ld appl of plitffs from 
order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated June 3, 1910 June 22 

In re Abraham Cohen, dec Lawrence v Cohen appl of deft 
order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated April 21, 1910 June 25 

Phipos v Callegari and ors appl of defts from order of Mr Justice 
Warrington, dated June 15, 1910 June 28 

Ouvah Ceylon Estates 1d v Uva Ceylon Rubber Estates ld appl of 
defts from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated June 17, 1910 June 28 

Frost v Richardson appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Eve, 
dated June 7, 1910 June 29 

In re The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1907, and In re The Spanish Pros 

appl of Punchard and anr from erder of Mr Justic: 
Swinfen Eady, dated June 21, 1919 July 1 

In re W S Wheeley, dec Harward Corrigan 
from order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated April 6, 1910 

Northrop v Wiener & Brown, Shipley & Co 
of Mr Justice Warrington, dated June 21, 1910 


from 


per ting Co ld 


appl of deft Orme 
July 5 
appl of defts from order 


July 5 
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In re John Green, dec Riddle v Green and ors appl of defts from 
order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated May 13, 1910 July 12 
Albiston v Lees appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Eve, dated 
May 31,1910 July 13 

John v George appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Eve, 
June 14, 1910 (produce order) July 13 

Cloutte v Storey and others appl of defts from order of Mr Justice 
Neville, dated June 21, 1910 July 15 

In the Matter of The ‘‘ Tarrantella ’’ Trade Marks, Nos 159, 126 and 
183,023, registered in the name of The Continental Fruit Packing 
Co ld and In the Matter of the Trade Marks Act, 1905 appl of 
respts from order of Mr Justice Eve, dated July 12, 1910 (produce 
order) July 18 

The Wolstantori Urban District Council v The Tunstall Urban District 
Council and ors appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Neville, 
dated May 26, 1910 July 18 

Nister v The Chromo Transfer and Potter’s Supply Co ld appl of 
defts from order of Mr Justice Neville, dated June 22,1910 July 19 

In re The Trade Marks Act, 1905 and In re The appln No 309,084 of 
the Gramophone Co ld appl of appls from order of Mr Justice 
Parker, dated July 5, 1910 July 21 

Munn v Fearnley Bros ld appl of defts from order of Mr Justice 
Neville, dated June 3, 1910 July 21 

Moseley v Koffyfontein Mines ld appl of pltff from order of Mr 
Justice Eve, dated June 29, 1910 July 21 

Riley and another v Taylor appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice 
Warrington, dated June 30, 1910 (produce order) July 21 

Babcock & Wilcox v Edwin Danks & Co (Oldbury) ld appl of pltffs 
from order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated July 7, 1910 (produce 
order) July 22 

In re G T Edmunds, dex 
appl of defts from order of Mr Justice 
14, 1910 (produce order) July 22 

In re The Crystal Palace Co Fox v The Company appl of defts 
from order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated July 12,1910 July 25 

London and North Western Ry Co v The Howley Park Coal and 
Cannel Co appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Eve, dated June 
13, 1910 July 26 

In re Watkins’ Settlement Wills v Snence appl of pltff from order 
of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated July 7, 1910 July 26 

The British Vacuum Cleaner Co ld v The London and South Western 
Ry Co appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Neville, dated 
June 30, 1910 July 26 

Smith v The Stamford & Spalding Bank and ors appl of pltff from 
judgt of Mr Justice Eve, dated April 28, 1910 July 28 

Bird and ors v Allen and ors appl of defte from order of Mr Justice 
Warrington, dated July 26, 1910 (produce order) July 28 

The Attorney Gen (on the relation of the Corpn of the City of West 
minster) v W H Smith & Son appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice 
Neville, dated May 9, 1910 July 30 

Townend v Mec Vittie appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Warring 
ton, dated June 17, 1910 (produce order) July 30 

In re John Mc Fee, dec Me Fee v Toner and ors (by original action) 
Edwards and anr v Toner and ors (by order) appl of pltffs from 
order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated July 9, 1910 July 30 

The Gramophone Co ld v Ruhl appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice 
Warrington, dated July 20, 1910 (produce order) Aug 2 

Whitehead v Bartlett appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Neville, 
dated May 10, 1910 Aug 5 

Moss and anr v Davis and ors appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice 
Warrington, dated July 4, 1910 Aug 9 

In re Smith, dec Broster v Robinson appl of deft from order of Mi 
Justice Joyce, dated July 30, 1910 Aug 27 

Reynolds v Ilchester appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Joyce, 
dated July 29, 1910 (produce order) Sept 15 

Butler v Rice and ors appl of deft T J Rice from order of Mr Justice 

Warrington, dated May 26, 1910 Sept 19 

Millard v Parker appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Warrington, 
dated June 22, 1910 Sept 22 
FROM THE CHANCERY AND PROBATE AND DIVORCE 

DIVISION 
(Interlocutory List.) 
1910 

Dodgson v Rogers appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Swinfen 
Eady, dated June 10, 1910 June 18 

W Edge & Sons Id v W Niccolls & Sons ld appl of defts from order 
of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady. dated July 1, 1910 part heard (to be 
argued before 3 L.JJ) July 20 

Clark v Lloyd’s Bank ]d_ appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Joyce, 
dated July 15, 1910 (produce order) Aug 2 F 

Divorce Chapman v Chapman and Buist appl of co-respt K L Buist 
from order of the President, dated July 21, 1910 Aug 6 

Divorce Twyford v Twyford and Ross appl of co-respt from ordet 
of the Registrar, dated Sept 14, 1910 Oct 4 
FROM THE COUNTY PALATINE COURT OF 

(Final List.) 

1910. 
Naylor and anr v Holt and ors appl of 


dated 


Simpson and another v Shotbolt and others 
Swinfen Eady, dated April 


LANCASTER. 


In re Thomas Naylor, de 


defts from order of Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine of 
Lancaster, dated May 2, 1910 June 23 (s 0 generally July 7) 





Oct. 15, 1910. 








| 





In re J C Walker, dec Barlow v Barlow and ors appl of deft A N 
Walker from order of Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine of 
Lancaster, dated June 20, 1910 Aug 3 

John Spencer & Bros ld v J Chadwick & Co ld and ors appl of defts 
Chadwick & Co ld from order of Vice-Chancellor of the County 
Palatine of Lancaster, dated July 25, 1910 Aug 10 i 

FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(In Bankruptcy.) 

In re a Debtor (ex parte the Debtor), No 707 of 1910, from a receiving 
order made herein by Mr Registrar Giffard on the 14th July, 1910 
In re E Lawrence (ex parte Margaret Marian Lawrence, married 
woman), No 42 of 1909, from an order of the Divisional Court (Phil 
limore and Bucknill, JJ), dated 30th July, 1910, allowing, without 
costs, an appeal by the trustee and discharging the order of the 
County Court of Stafford, Wolverhampton, dated 22nd June, 1910, 
and restoring the trustee’s rejection of the appellants proof of debt 

herein 


FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(Final List.) 
Judgment Reserved. 


Beardall v Bottomley and ors appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on 
appl from verdict and judgt at trial before Mr Justice Darling and 
a special jury, Middlesex (c a v July 29) 


FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(Final and New Trial List.) 
1909. 

Jones v Great Central Railway Co appln of defts for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated June 18, 1909, at trial 
before Mr Justice Bucknill and a special jury, York (s o for Oct 13) 
July 16 

1910. 

Macgregor v Peet and Peet v Macgregor and anr appl of deft from 
judgt of Mr Commr Parfitt, KC, without a jury, Leicester, dated 
Feb 11, 1910 (s 0 liberty to apply) March 2 

Refuge Assce Co ld v Jagger appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice 
3ray, without a jury, Manchester, dated Dec 14, 1909 March 4 

Sayers v Crutchley appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Coleridge, 
without a jury, dated March 8, 1910 March 14 

W Cory & Sons Id v W France Fenwick & Co ld appl of pltffs from 
judgt of Mr Commissioner Scrutton, KC, without a jury, Durham, 
dated Feb 26, 1910 March 24 

Freeman v Butterworth appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl 
from verdict and judgt, dated March 17, 1910, at trial before M1 
Justice Walton and a special jury, Manchester (s o Manchester 
Assizes) April 5 

Cockerill v The Middlesbrough Co-operative Soc ld appl of pltff from 
judgt of Mr Justice Ridley, without a jury, Middlesex, dated April 9, 
1910 April 21 

In re H P Becher, a solr The United Mining & Finance Corpn ld v 
Becher appl of Becher from judgt of Mr Justice Hamilton, dated 
April 14, 1910 April 29 

Halford,& Sons v Price and anr appln of deft M Price for judgt o1 
new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated April 18, 1910, at 
trial before Mr Justice Hamilton, without a jury, Middlesex May 3 


(To be continued.) 





The Autumn Assizes. 
Crown Orrice, October 10, 1910. 
Days and places appointed for holding the Autumn Assizes, 1910 : 
NoRTHERN CIRCUIT. 
Mr. Justice Scrutton and Mr. Justice Avory. 
Monday, October 24, at Carlisle. 
Wednesday, October 26, at Lancaster. 
Monday, October 31, at Liverpool. (Civil and Criminal.) 
Monday, November 14, at Manchester. (Civil and Criminal.) 
WESTERN CIRCuIT. 
Mr. Justice Coleridge and Mr. Justice Bankes. 

Thursday, October 13, at New Sarum. 
Monday, October 17, at Dorchester. 
Thursday, October 20, at Bodmin. 
Tuesday, October 25, at Exeter. 
Thursday, November 3, at Taunton. 
Wednesday, November 9, at Winchester. 
Saturday, November 19, at Bristol. (Civil and Criminal.) 

SoutH-Eastern Cricut. 

Mr. Justice Grantham. 


Wednesday, October 12, at Cambridge. 
Monday, October 17, at Ipswich. 
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Saturday, October 22, at Norwich. 
Saturday, October 29, at Chelmsford. 
Saturday, November 5, at Hertford. 
Wednesday, November 9, at Lewes. 
Thursday, November 17, at Maidstone. 
Monday, November 28, at Guildford. 


Oxrorp CrrRcvlirt. 

Mr. Justice A. T. Lawrence. 
Wednesday, October 12, at Reading. 
Monday, October 17, at Oxford. 
Thursday, October 20, at Worcester. 
Tuesday, October 25, at Gloucester. 
Monday, October 31 at Monmouth. 
Friday, November 4, at Hereford. 
Tuesday, November 8, at Shrewsbury. 
Saturday, November 12, at Stafford. 


Miptanp Crrcuvlr. 
Mr. Justice Bucknill and Mr. Justice A. T. Lawrence. 
Saturday, October 15, at Bedford. 
Tuesday, October 18, at Aylesbury. 
Saturday, October 22, at Northampton. 
Wednesday, October 26, at Leicester. 
Saturday, October 29, at Lincoln. 
Thursday, November 3, at Derby. 
Wednesday, November 9, at Nottingham. 
Monday, November 14, at Warwick. 
Monday [? Saturday], November 19, at Birmingham. (Civil 
and Criminal.) 


NdatuH Wates AND CuHuester CIRcuIT. 


Thursday, October 13, at Carnarvon. 
Monday, October 17, at Ruthin. 
Thursday, October 20, at Chester. 


Royat Navan Coiiecr, Ossorne.—For information relating to the 
entry of Cadets, Parents and Guardians. should write for ‘‘ How to 
Become a Naval Officer’ (with an introduction by Admiral the Hon. 
Sir E. R. Fremantle, G.C.B., C.M.G.), containing an illustrated 
description of life at the Royal Naval Colleges at Osborne and Dart- 
mouth.—Gieve, Matthews, & Seagrove, 65, South Molton-street, Brook- 
itreet, London, W.—[Apvt.] 


. es . 
Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—Fripay, Oct. 7. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Limitep 1m CHANCERY. 


Ca noric Press, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 28, directed to be heard 
Oct 18. Hays & Co, Clerrert’s In, solors for the prtner. Notice of apnearing must 
reach the above-named not Jaier than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Oct 17 

Consouipatep Nicxe. Miyrs. Ltp.—Petn for wincing un, presented Oct 5, directed 
to be heard Oct 18. Manring, Gresham House, Old Broad st, solor for the 
petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock 
in the afternoon of Oct 17 

Evey frarxry & Co, Ltp—Petn for wind ng up, presented Oct 4, directed to be heard 
Oct 18. Hays & Co, Clementa In, solora for the petners. Notice of apnearing must 
reach the above-named rot later than 6 o’clock in the afterncon of Oct 17 

James Surctirre & Sox, Lrp — Creditors are required, on or before Oct 31, to send 
their names and addresses, ard the particulars of their debts or claims, to J. D. 
Simpson, Somerset. H »use, Halifax, liquidator 

Jounson Jopnsow & Co, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented Aug. 4, directed to be 
heard Oct 18._ Simmons & Simmons, Cheapside, solors for the petners. Notice of 
rt ~ must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 

ct. 17. 

Loxpon Wats Finance Sywprcatrx, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 
14, tosend in their narres and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Harry Colton Haines, Guildhall Annexe, 23, King st, liquidator 

PortreR & Co, AX&TIENGRESELLSCRAFT—Petn for windiog up presented Aug 30, 
directed to be heard Oct 18, Sewell & Co, Bucklerabury, solors for the pewners. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the 
afterncon of Oct 17 

Poietworts Evgorricat Apprranors ©o, Lrp (1x Votvntary Liqutpation)—Creditors 
are required. on or before Nov 12, to send their names and addresses, ard tle 
Particulars of their debts or claime, to H, Hackett, 36, Cannon st, Birmingham, 
Howard & Co, solors to the liquidator 

Swepisa Woop Wars Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 23, tosend their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Ebenezer Henry 

_Hawkine, 4, Charterhouse sq, liquidator 

Universat Mor zs Imports, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 27, directed to 
be heard Oct 18 Collyer-Bristow & Co, Bedford row, solors for the petners. 
N- tice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the 
afternoon of Oct 17 

W. H. Brock, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presente Sept 14, directed to be heard at 
Shire Hall, Norwich, Oct 18, at 10. Pumfrey & Son, Paternoster row, solors for the 
petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock 
in the afterncon of Oct 17 


London Gazette,—Turspay, Oct. 11, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 
Limitep In CHanczRy. 

Avetrar Insuranvz Co, Lrn—Petn tor winding-up, presented Oct. 6, directed to be 
heard October 25th. Wynne-Baxter & Keeble, 9, Laurence Pountney hill ; for Edge 
& Ellison, Birmingham. solors for the petner. Notice of appearing must reach the 
above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct. 24. 

Dee & Mersey Surrpowners Prorecrion Association, Lrp—Creditors are required, 


on or before Oct. 26, to send their names and addresees, and the particulars of their ‘ 


debts or claims, to Samuel Vickers, liquidator, High st, Connah’s Quay. 


Maeyet Mitt, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented Oct 7, directed to be heard at 
the Assize Courts, Manchester, Oct 24, at 10.30. Innes, Norfolk st, Manchester, 
solor for the petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later 
than 2 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 22 

New Gotp Frevps or Easterns Axim, Lrp- Creditors are required, on or before 
Nov 25, tosend their names and addreesea, and the rarticulars of their debts or 
claims to Albert Henry Hawke, 210, Capel House, 62, New Broad st, liquidator 

St, Heven’s Pirace Synp cate, Lrp—Oredstors are required, on or befure Oct 26, to 
send their nam es and eddresses, and particulers of their debts or c aims, to H, C 
Rogers, 13, St. Helen’s pl, liquidator 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.—Futpay, Oct. 7. 


Tasmanra Gop Mixtxa Co, Lrp (Reconstruction), 
H. M. Woouverr & Co (Baistor), Lrp. 

Dooxrrs (Carvirr), Lrp. 

Durty & Turney, Lrp. 

Barane Papane Runser anv Propuce Co, Lrp, 
Anprew Haypystpr & Co, Lro, 

Dexninatron & Co, Lrp. 

Swepiseo Woop Wake Co, Lrp. 


London Gazette.—Tuxgspay, Oct, 11. 


Wart+rtoo Horet Co, Lrp, 

Pemsina Coat Fisups Syspricate, Lrp. 

New Revouovrion, Lrp. 

AppLeBy CRANE AND Transporter Co, Lrp. 
BraprerD ano Beswick Loan anp Investment Co, Lro, 
“Critic Queen” Co, Lr. 

Mapawata (Ceyton) Rupper Synproate, Lro, 
W. S. Greaves, Lro. 

New Gowp Fievps or Eastern Axim, Lrp. 
Suaw & Gaskett, Lrp. 

R-sstaw Escates ayp Mriees, Lp. 
ConsourpateD AFRICAN Copper Trvst, Lro, 
Wuittey Bay Prer Co, Lro, 

Grorer Boyes & C», Lap 

Universat Parent Fire Ligater Co, Lrp. 
Caasies Lock, Lrp, 

** Banana” MarGartye Co, Lrp, 

Stockwett Marrurs & Co, Lip. 

East Cassures Mintne Co, Lrp. 

Texspate Leap asp Zinc Mines, Lrp. 

A. B. Wiritrams & Co, Lip. 

Kersat Vater Cuemicat Co, Lrp, 

Sr. Heven’s Piace Synpicate, Lrp. 
Srre:ron Arets Mrverat Warsr Co, Lrp (Reconstruction), 
Merxtcan Ruspser Co, Lrp. 

Argican Minenau Synpicar®, LTp. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


Oct. 20.—Mes'rs. H. E. Foster & Cranrikip, at the Mart, at 2: Reversions, Life 
Invererts, Life Policies, &c. (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

Oct. 24.— Mr. Geo. BE. Luck, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Res dances (see advertise- 
ment, back page, this week). 

Oct. 27.—Messrs. Martek & Marcgr, at the Mart, at 1: Residences (see advertise- 
ment, back p+ge, Oct. 8). 

Oct. 31.—Me-srs. Kemsixry, at the Mart: Freehold Farms (see advertisement, back 
page, this week). 

Nov. 2.—Messra. Danret Suitn, Son & Oaxvey, at the Mart, at 2: Residences (sce 
advertirement, back page, this week). 
Nov. 8.—Messre. Epwimw For, Bousrizgtp, Burnetrs & Bavpecry, at the Mart, at 
2: Business Premises (see advertisement, back page, this week). 
Nov. 10. - Messrs. Tresrppek & Co,, at the Mart, at 2: Freehoid Shops (see advertise- 
ment, back page, this week). , 





Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—F rivay, Oct 7. 


Auuiorr, Jawes Bincuam, Nottingham Nov7 Wells & Hind, Nottingham 

Ayprew, Jonn Ricnaavs, Rotherhithe Nov9 Millar & Sons, &t Thomas’ st 

Bavorr, Jane, Barnsley Nov5 Tyas & Son, Barnsley 

Braz, Col Toomas ALreeD, Brighton Nov5d Charsley & Reynolds, Slough 

Bentiey, Marcaret App.iesy, South Hylton, Durham Nov7 Wallace, Sunderland 
Caney, Ricnarp, St Leonards on Sea, Sussex Nov 11 Smith & Sons, Weston super 


are 
Davies, Rev Davin Joyes, Wickford, Essex Nov 14 Joseph, Fore st, Moorgate st 
Downe, CuarLes Hexsy, Goldhawk rd, Shepherd's Bush, Licensed Victualler Nov 17 
Hanson & Smith, Hammersmith rd ¥ 
Easter, Exiza, High st, Camden Town Nov 22 Price & Sons, Walbrook 
Farqunar, Mary Erica Townsexv, Gordon pl, Kensington Nov 5 Farrer & Co, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 
Fow.er, Reusex, Westwoodside, Lincs Oct 28 Sharp & Son, Epworth, nr Doncaster 
Ge.t, Josepn, Tean, Stoke on Trent, Yeoman Oct 14 Cull & Brett, Cneadle, Stoke on 
Trent 
Gopstit, Caarves, Solihull, Builder Nov3 Sharpley, Solihull 
Gray, ALEXANDER Cuag_es, Finsbury pavement Nov 30 Langhams, Bartletts bldgs, 
Holborn circus ? 
Hatca, Tuomas, Islington, Devon, Yeoman Nov16 Webster & Watson, Newton Abbot 
Haywarp, Kixsey Wrinirrep, Hampstead Nov 21 Anderson & Co, Sackville st, 
Piccadilly 
Hurcarnas, Eviza, Bournemouth Nov15 Ward & Co, King st 
Hourcatxeas, Henry, Winchester Nov15 Ward & Co, King st 
Kirknam, WiturAM Hesry, Keymer, Sussex, Auctioneer Nov 30 Stevens & Son, 





Brighton 

Kwicur, Harey Avcustimr, Cheltenham, Actor Oct 21 Edleston, Crewe 

Lure, Henry, Streatham, Athletic Outfitter Oct 31 Attree & Co, Raymond bldgs, 
Gray's inn 

Manse, Georar Cuavett, Rugby Nov5 Finch & Jennings, Gray’s inn sq 

Marsua.t, Faepexic, Dulwich Nov8 Marshall, Jermyn st 

Moore, Lady Mary Anns Harerer, Hyde Park gate Nov 10 Wilkinson & Co 

Nicholas In 





864 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 





Oct. 15, Ig10. 








: . { 
Mvaray, Maroaret Frances Exvizanetu Gostiixc, Charing, Kent Nov5 Warren & | 


40, Bloomsbury sq 
Norigy, Emma, Weston snper Mare Nov il 
Owryx, Humpurey, Heywood, Lancs, Grocer Nov 5 
Paituips, Frepericxe Witiiam, Hitchen Dec 1 
Pow, Jessiz Aanes, Norton Canon, Hereford 
Paice, Cormecr, Rottingdean, Sussex Nov 17 
Ricuarpson, Renecca, Stratford, Essex Nov 30 
Row.anD, Exizasetu Hetex, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh 
Sparrow, Wittiam Hveu, Wolverhampton Dec 25 
Tuorwstox, Ricwarp, Burton in Lonsdale, Yorks Jan 31 
Varcery, Vasuti, Leeds Nov 15 
Watson, Exizanetu Mary, Breaston, Derby 
Wirkins, Jonny, Bretford, nr Rugby Nov7 
Youna, James, Liverpool Oct 18 


Nov 15 


London Gazette 


BARNARD, SOLOMON 
Darlington 

BEARDWOOD, MATTHEW THOMAS, Preston 

EDWARD®, SARAH, Nantygollen, nr Oswestry 


Oct 25 
Novl 


St Leonard's on Sea Nov 11 
Nov 12 


ForRBES, EMMA LUCY 
FRY, CATHEKINE, Camrose, Pembroke 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Frinvay, Oct. 7. 
RECELVING ORDERS. 
Arprtnorp, Epwarp Jony, Hounslow, Publican 


Pet Aug 16 Ord Oct 3 
Baxter, Wriitam, Darlington, Porter 


Brentford 


Stockton on Tees 


Pet Oct 4 Ord Oct 4 

Beaumont, Frorrim Enszanersu, Leeds, Confectioner’s 
Manageress Leeds Pet Oct 3 Ord Uct3 

Buake, Georce Henry. Miltoa, Weston super Mare, 
Somerset, Mason Bridgwater Pet Oct 4 Ord Oct 4 

Boat, Witttam, New Shildon, Durham Durham Pet 
Oct 4 Ord Oct 4 

Cranke, Witttam Epwarp, and Heresar Freperick 
Cuarke, Lincoln, Tailors Lincoln Pet Oct 5 Ord 
Oct 5 

Ciuttersvck, C B, Lubwa, British East Africa High 
Court Pet July 1 Ond Oct 4 


Cross, Atrrep Penny, Titchfield, Hants, Grocer Ports 
mouth Pet Sept 15 Ord Oct 4 

EmpsusG, Georce, Stanford in the Vale, nr Faringdon, 
Berks, Grocer Swindon Pet Oct 5 Ord Oct 5 

Ewes, Jonny, Seven Kings, Essex, Sail Maker High Court 
Pet Oct 4 Ord Oct 4 

Fatcoyar, WittrAm Ernest, Hammersmith rd, Physician 


Has'tings Pet Aug15 Ord Oct 4 

Fox, Artucr, Manningham, Bradford Bradford Pet Oct 
5 Ord Oct 5 

GaLuimore, WALTER, Rainow, Chester, Farmer Maccles- 


fizid Pet Sept12 Ord Oct 4 

Garpiner, AsutTon Martow Heatnu, Manchester, Licensed 
Victualler Manchester Pet Oct4 Ord Oct 4 

Garson, Joun Epwarp, Great Yarmouth, Fishmonger’s 
Assistant Great Yarmouth Pet Oct4 Ord Oct 4 

Grace, Hernert Wriam, Winlaton, Blaydon on Tyne, 
Durham, Landsale Colliery Owner Newcastle on Tyne 
Pet Sept 23 Ord Oct 4 

Grrenwoop, WitiiaM, Padibam, Lancs, Merchant 
ley Pet Sept 14 Ord Sept 30 

Hatiam, Groner Henry, Long Eaton, Derby, Labcurer 


burn- 


Derby Pet Oct3 Ord Oct 3 

Harrison, Coantes Wititam, Sheffield, Clerk Sheffield 
Pet Oct 5 Ord Oct 5 

Heyivs, Waipemar, Kingston upon Hull Bookseller 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Oct 4 Ord Oct 4 


Leicestersuire Boot Co, Hinckley, Leicester, Boot 


Factors Leicester Pet Sept 26 Ord Oct 3 
Mappey, Cnartes Watrox, Ansdell, Lancs, Builder 
Preston Pet Sept 23 Ord Oct 3 


Meaye, Grorcr, Lymington, Southampton, Hotel Pro- 
prietor Southampton Pet Oct3 Ord Oct 3 

Mew, Ayn, Parkhurst, New Town, West Mailing, Board- 
ing house Keeper Maidstone Pet Oct 5 Ord Oct 5 

Mitcuert, Tuomas, Urmston, Lancs, Joiner Salford Pet 
Oct 3 Ord Oct 3 

Mitcuriy, Wixirrep Saraw, Weston super Mare, Baker 

Bridgwater Pet Oct5 Ord Oct 5 


Smith & Sons, Weston super Mare 
Banks & Co, Heywood } 
Hores & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Nov9 Lambe & Co, Hereford 
Hanson & Smith, Hammersmith rd 
Hird & Thatcher, Adam st 

Nov 6 
Chester & Co, Bedford row 
Vant, Settle, Yorks 
Wateon, Stockton on Tees 
Ransom & Hutton, Nott’nzham 
Mander, Coventry 
Heron & Co, Lawrence In 
— TUESDAY, Oct 11. 


Lyon, Darlington, China and Glass Merchant 


Craven & Son, Preston 

3 Richards & Sons, Llango!len 
FLETCHER, GEORGR, Haverfordwest, Watchmaker Nov 12 Eaton & Co, Haverfordwest 
‘ Dimond & Son, Welbeck st 

Eaton & Co, Haverfordwest 

FULCHER, WILLIAM, Hornchurch, Essex, Hide and Skin Dealer Dec 10 Porter, Romford 





Regent st 


Leeds 
Pierce-Lewis, Rhyl 
MILES, WILLIAM, Margate 


chester 


London wall 
Oct 31 


Wooler, 


SPIERS, ANN, Birmingham 





| Morcan, Atrrep Epwarp, Swindon, Hotel Keeper 
Swindon Pet Sept 22 Ord Oct 5 
Morris, Artuur Epwarp, Leigh, Lancs, Tailor Bolton 


| Pet Oct5 Ord Oct 5 
| Munpay, Josern, Plymouth, Builder Plymouth Pet Oct 
4 Ord Oct 4 


Owen, Extvey, Holyhead, Licensed Victualler Bangor 
Pet Sept 26 Ord Oct 5 

Rayment, Atrrerp James, Dagenham, Essex, Baker 
Chelmsford Pet Oct3 Ord Ord 3 

Riptey, Frepertck Wituam, Tooting, Surrey High 


Court Pet Sept1 Ord Oct 5 

Rinay, 8, & Co, Manchester, Merchants Manchester 
Pet Sept 21 Ord Oct 3 

Roperts, Hues, Groeslon, Llandwrog, Carnarvon, Stone- 
mason Bangor Pet Oct3 Ord Oct 3 


HAMILTON, WILLIAM KNOX, New Ferry, Chester Nov 12 
HANNS, MARK, Sunderland, Coal Merchant 
HyAMs, HYMAN BENJAMIN, Fordwych rd, Cricklewood 


ILLSTON, GEORGE, Birmingham Nov 22 
Juaa, LyDIA, Soham, Cambridge k an 
McCARMICK, ALEXANDER, Leeds, Wine and Spirit Merchant 


McKEON, HUBERT, Brighton, Physic an 


SANDHAM, ROBERT, Folkestone 
SHAW, WILLIAM, Meltham, York, Farmer Nov 30 


Holden & Cotton, Birkenhead 
Priestley, Sunderland 
Nov 7 Blaber, Great Castle st, 


Nov 12 


Ryland & Co, Birmingham 


Oct 20 Bye & Ennion, Soham 


Oct 31 McConnell, 
Nov 23 Stuckey & Co, Brighton 
Nov6 Boys & Maughan, Margate ; 
MORTON, ROBERT THOMAS, Manchester, Stationer Nov 5 Foulds & Laycock, Man- 


MURRANT, JAMES, Portsmouth Nov19 Blake & Co, Portsmouth 
PARSONS, ELIZABETH, Bidford, nr Stratford on Avon 
PEARSON, THOMAS, Murton, Westmorland 
PICKFORD, MARY ANN, Boreham Wood, Hertford June 21 


Dec 5 Rigbey & Co, Birmingham 
Hewitson, Appleby 
Stimson, Sali bury House, 


Nov5 


Nov 11 Bradley & Hulme, Folkestone 


Ramsden & Co, Huddersfield 


Nov 28 Awdry, Birmingham 


SraAcEY, WILLIAM HOLLAND. Sheffield. Solicitor 
STAFFORD, ANTHONY ForpD, Sunderland 

StaNNus, Hon MABELLA G, Leamington 
SWAIN, MARY HuNT, Leicester 
I'ENNANT, HENRY, York Nov13 Wood, York 


| Jones, Henry Rosert, Hastings, Furniture Dealer 


tonrnson, RaLtpH BRapsuaw, Chinley, Derby, Land Agent | 


Manchester Pet Oct5 Ord Oct 5 

Russert, Gsorce Henry, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh, Carter 
Bangor Pet Oct3 Ord Oct 3 

——— Witwiam, Birkenhead Birkenhead Pet Sept 16 
Ord Oct 3 


Towers, Tuomas, Margate, Greengrocer Canterbury Pet 


Oct 3 Ord Oct 3 

Watkins, Artuur, Welling, Kent Rochester Pet Oct 4 
Ord cect 4 

We.ts, Hessert, Great Grimsby, Fruiterer Great 


Grimsby Pet Oct 3 Ord Oct 3 

Whitaker, Herpert, Padiham, Lancs, Accountant Burnley 
Pet Sept 14 Ord Sept 30 

Wicurams, Witt1AmM James, Braichtydu, Bethesda, Car- 
narvon, Farmer Bangor Pet Uct 5 Ord Oct5 

FIRST MEETINGS. 

Atpis, Ossnorwze CHaries Vyse, Chester Oct 19 at 12 

Crypt combrs, Eastgate row, Chester 


3fAUMONT, F.orrie Evizaneta, Armley, Leeds Oct 18 
at ll Off Ree, 24, Bond st, Leeds 
3RIDGLAND, Groroe. Folkestone, Baker Oct 15 at 9.15 


Off Ree, 68a, Castle st, Canterbury 

Brooke, Wittiam Water, Hunstanton, Norfolk, Lodging 
House Proprietor Oct 15 at 12.30 Otf Ree, 8, King 
st, Norwich 

CartTwricut, Joun, Newcastle under Lyme, Jeweller Oct 
17 at 12 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, Staffs 

C.urrersuck, CB, Portland pl Oct 21 at 12 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Corsisn, Josepa, Crowthorne, Berks, Bootmaker Oct 
20 at 12 Queen’s Hotel, Reading , 
Deacon, Artaur, Hinckley, Leicester, Boot Factor Oct 17 


at 12 Off Rec, Berridge st, Leicester 

DaumMonp, Etizapetu, Blackpool, Fancy Goods Dealer 
Oct 17 at 10.45 Off Rec, 13, Winckley +t, Preston 

Epwarps, Jonn Evan, Llandudno, Plumber Oct 19 at 12.30 
Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Ewen, Joun, Seven Kiogs, Essex, Sail Maker 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

FarrTuorxe, AMARIAH Jonny, Ashampstead, Berks, Baker 
Oct 20at 12.30 Queen's Hotel, Reading 

Fox, Artuur, Manningham, Bradford Uct 17 at 11 Off 
%c, 12, Duke st, Bradford 


Oct 21 at 11 


Bank- | 
| Warp, Hargiet, Runham, Vauxhall, 


Nov 7 Stacey & Co, Sheffield 
Nov 12 Priestley, Sunderland 
Oct 29 Scott & Holyoake, Alcester 


Decl Freer & Co, Leicester 


Fiower, Ropert Henry, Abercarn, Mon, Butcher's 
Manager Oct 19 at1l Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, 
Newport, Mon 

Hayuaurst, Taomas Josern Avoysivs, Blackburn, Clothier 
Oct 17 at 10.30 Off Kec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 

Henivs, Wacpemar, Kingston upon Hull, Bookseller Oct 
18 at 3 Off Rec, York City Bank chmbrs, Lowgite, 
Hull 

Hitcucock, 
Salop, Farmer 
minster 

Hupp, Freperick Berry, Blackheath, Staffs, Glass Dealer 
Oct 18 at 12 Off Rec, Wolverhamp'on 

Jacques, Henry, Sheffield, Provision Merchant 
12 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 


i 
Witiram, Oreton, nr Cleobury Mortimer, 
Oct 17 at 2.15 Lion Hotel, Kidder- 


Oct 19 at 


Oct 18 

at 12.30 County Court Offices, 24, Cambridge rd, 
Hastings 

Kenpatit, Joun Harris, Brynmawr, Brecknock, Boot 
Reptirer Oct 19 at 11.30 Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, 
Newport, Mon 

MgAnE, Grorce, Lymington, Hotel Proprietor Oct 15 at 
1l Londesborough Hotel, High st, Lymington 

Merepirn, Toomas, Liandudn», Baker Oct 19 at 11.30 
Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Meycan, Louis Aucustus, Oundle. Noithampton, Watch 
Maker Oct 17 at12 Talbot Hotel, Oundle 

Mircue ty, THomas, Flixton, Lancs, Joiner Oct 17 at 3 
Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Morais, Joseru, Buxton st, Spitalfelds, Baker 
1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Nayior, Epwarp ALFRED, Oxton, Birkenhead, Chemist 
Oct 17 at 2.39 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Netson, E, Cardiff, Tobacconist Oct 17 at 3 Off Rec, 117, 
St Mary st, Cardiff 

Niccou., 1LL1AM, Darwen, Lancaster, Dye 
Cet 17 at 11 Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 

Riptry, Freperick Wit.iaM, Tooting, Family Miller 
19at 12 Bankrupt: y bldgs, Carey st 

Rowzotnam, Lewis Epwaro, New Basford, Nottingham, 
Commission Agent Oct 15 at 11 Off Rec, 4, Castle 
pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Towers, Tuomas, Margate, Greengrocer Oct 15 at 9.30 Off 
Rec, 68a, Castle st, Canterbur 

Vout, Witi1am, East Bradenham, Norfolk, Miller 
at12 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 


Oct 18 at 


Maker 


Oct 


Oct 15 


Great Yarmouth, 
Cowkeeper Oct 15 at1 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Avams, Geratp, Great Portlandst High Court Pet June 
8 Ord Oct 4 

Baxter, Wit.1am, Darlington, Porter Stockton on Tees 
Pet Oct 4 Ord Oct 4 

Beaumont, Fiogriz Exvizanetra, Armley, Leeds, Confec- 
tioner’s Manageress Leeds Pet Oct3 Ord Oct 3 

Buiackx, Tuomas, Ullesthorpe, Leicester Leicester 
Sept17 Ord Oct 4 

Buake, Grorce Henry, Milton, Weston super Mare, Mason 
Bridgwater Pet Oct 4 Ord Oct 4 


Pet 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


242, MOORGATSE STRAT, LONDON, 


FUND, LIMITED, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 


EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—LI@CENSED PROPERTY. 





|X 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Upwards of 650 Appeais to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the 
direction ano supervision of the Gorporation. 
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—— 

Boat, W1tL1am, New Shildon, Durham Durham Pet Oct | Conk, ALFRED Samvuet, Rochester, Butcher Rochester Pet | Cork, ALrrep Samuxt, Rochester, Butcher Oct 24 at 1.39 
4 Ord Oct 4 Oct 7 Ord Oct 7 115, High st, Rochester : 

Bravy, Istpor, Regent st, Jeweller High Court Pet July | Courtney, Groros, and Axtaus Newnoor, Lymingt«n Cross, ALFreD Penney, Titchtield, Hants, Grocer Oct 20 
2 Ord Oct 5 Yacht Builders Southampton Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct 6 at 3 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 

CLARKE, acme Epwarp, and Herpert Frepertcx | Cowes, Dicsy Heyry, and Wituiam Cuaries Cowry, | Duprey, Wiiiiam Percy, Bream, Glos, Clothier Oct 19 at 


Crarke, Lincoln, Tailors Lincoln 
Oct 5 

Covtson, Ropert, Half Close, nr Woodburn, Northumler- 
land, Farmer Newcastle on Tyne Pet Sept12 Ord 
Oct 4 

Deacoy, Arruur, Stockwell Head, Hinckley, Leicester, 
Boot Factor Leicester Pet Sept 26 Ord Oct 3 

Euscinc, Georcr, Stanford in the Vale, nr Faringdon, 
Berks, Grocer Swindon Pet Oct5 Ord Oct5 

Fox, Antuur, Bradford Bradford Pet Oct5 Ord Mct5 

GarDIsER, AsutoN MarLow Hearn, Manchester, Licensed 
Victualler Manchester Pet Oct4 Ord Uct4 

Hatitam, Grorce Henry, Long Eaton, Derby, Labourer 
Derby Pet Oct3 Ord Oct 3 

Harnison, CHargtes Wi.iiam, Sheffield, Bank Clerk 
theffield Pet Oct5 Ord Uct 5 

Hexius, Watpemar, Kingston upon Hull, 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Oct4 Ord Oct 4 


Bookseller 


Kerr, Artruusk Ropsert, Romford 1d, Forest Gate, 
Leather Merchant .High Court Pet Sept 9 Ord 
Oct 3 


Kosky, Barnett, Rushton st, New North rd, Cabinet 
Manufacturer High Court Pet Aug5 Ord Uct 5 
Meaye, Geonce, Lymington, Hotel Proprietor Southamp- 

ton Pet Oct3 Ord Oct 3 
Mew, Any, Parkhurst, New Town, West Malling, Board 
ing House Keeper Maidstone Pet Oct 5 Ord Oct 5 
Morris, AkTHUR Epwarp, Leigh, Lanes, Tailur Boulton 
Pet Oct 5 Ord Oct 5 


Mounpay. Joseru, Plymouth, Builder Plymouth Pet 
Oct 4 Ord Oct 4 
Marsuatt, Henry, Northampton, Boot Manufacturer 


High Court Pet Sept 17 Ord Oct 
Mitcueitt, Wintrrep Saran, Weston super Mare, Somer- 
set, Baker Bridgwater Pet Oct5 Ord Oct 5 
Naytor, Epwarp ALFrep, Oxton, Birkenhead, 
Birkeohead Pet Aug 24 Ord Oct3 


Chemist 


Rayment, ALFRED James, Dagenham, Essex, Baker 
Chelmsford Pet Oct3 Ord Oct 3 

Roseats, Hucs, Gwynfryn, Groeslon, Liandwrog, 
Carnarvon, Stonemason Bangor Pet Oct 3 Oud 
Oct 3 

Ropinson, Ratepu Brapsuaw, Manchester, Land Agent 


Manchester Pet Oct 5 Ord Oct 5 

Russe_t, Grorce Henry, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh, Carter 
Bangor Pet Oct3 Ord Oct 3 

Tuomas, AzNo!D ALFRED, <7 Sussex, 
brighton Pet Aug 29 Ord Oct 5 

Towers, Tuomas, Margate, Geeengrocer Canterbury Pet 
Oct 3 Ord Oct 3 

Warkins, Antuur, Welling, Kent, Contractor 
Pet Oct 4 Ord Oct 4 

Watson, Wituiam Gerorce, East Ham, Builder 
Court Pet Sept6 Ord Uct 5 

Weits, Herpert, Great T\? 
Grimbsy Pet Oct 3 Ord Oct 

Wittiams, Wituiam James, Braichtydu, Bethesda, Car- 
narvon, Farmer Bangor Pet Oct5 Ord Oct 5 

Woopnousr, Henry, Maidenhead, Licensed Victualler 
Windsor Pet Oct5 Ord Sept 6 

London Gazette.—Tuesvay, Oct. 11. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Bexnett, Samuet Isaac, Ellistown, Leicester, Insurance 
Agent Burtonon Trent PetOct 6 Ord Oct6 

BitHam, Joun Evenitt, Norwich, Draper’s Assistant Nor- 
wich Pet Oct 7 Ord Oct7 

Brake, Grorce Epwarp, and Cuaries Dissew Frecker, 
Maddox st, Woolen Merchant High Court Pet Octs 
Ord Oct 8 

Brannon, SamugL, White Horse In, Stepney, Grocers’ 
Sundryman High Court Pet Oct 10 Urd Oct 10 


Casgnn, Commennana, Zyowieh Colchester Pet Oct5 Ord 
ct 


Draper 


Rochester 
High 


Fruiterer Great 


Pet Oct 5 Ord | 





Derby, Pattern Makers Derby PetOct7 Ord Oct 7 
Franks, Erxest ALBert, Kintbury, Berks, Builder New- 
bury Pet Oct7 Ord Oct 7 


Goutp, Wittiam, Portsmouth Portsmouth Pet Oct 6 
Ord Oct 6 
Harriss, Ricwarp, Puncheston, Pembroke, Fa:mer Pem- 


bruke Dock Pet Sept 16 Ord Oct 7 


Harvey, Hrnzy, Southampton, Butcher Sv.uthampton 
Pet Oct 7 Ord Oct 7 

Hawkes, Austin, Coventry, Fruiterer Coventry Pet 
Sept 6 Ord Oct 7 


‘ 

Horr, Joun Henry, Bell yard, Temple Bar, Solicitor 
High Court Pet Sept 15 Orda Oct 7 

James ArTnurR GaAkFIELD, Sketty, Swansea, 
Victualler Swansea Pet Oct 6 O1d Oct 6 

Jones, Wittiam, Llandwrog, Carnarvon, Farmer Bangor 
Pet Oct7 Ord Oct 7 

Kavurrman & Son, Joun, Covent Garden Market, Fruit 
Salesman High Court Pet Sept 12 Ord Oct 7 

Kixosiey, Taomas Agrava, Bognor, Hairdresser Brighton 
Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct 6 

Leanina, Hexsert, Laceby, Lincs, Grocer Gt Grimsby 
Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct 6 

Linagn, THomaS, New Radnor, Radnor, Dealer Leominster 
Pet Oct 4 Ord Oct 4 

Mitis, Henry Vaventine, Dymock, Glos, Grover Glou- 
cester Pet Sept 24 Ord Oct 5 

Muink, Fanny Lamerevy, Margate, “e- pong House Keeper 
Canterbury Pet Oct6 Ord Oct 

O’Conor, Artuur, Worthing, Cycle eke Brightcn Pet | 
Oct 6 Ord Oct 6 

Owen, Daviv Davip, Llanberis, Carnarvon, 
Bangor Pet Oct 8 Ord Oct 8 

Perry, Cuasies, Yoxford, Suffolk, Dealer Great Yar- 
mouth Pet Uct7 Ord Oct 7 

Pariuirs, Exvizanetn, Newton Abbot, Devon, 
Exeter Pet S-pt 22 Ord Oct 6 

Rosverts, Roseat Jones, Blaenau Festiniog, Merionetb, 
Fitter Portmadoc Pet Oct7 Ord Oct j 

Saroent, Ratcuirr, Greenway, Uxbridge, Master Printer 
Winds»r Pet Sept 2 Ord Oct 3 

Sairu, Frank, York, Corporation Labourer York Pet 
Oct 7 Ora Oct 7 

Tuomas, Frank, Pontypridd, Coal Merchant Pontypridd 
Pet Oct 7 Ord Oct 7 

Trapxe tt, George WivtuiAm, Horfield, Bristol, 
Dealer Bristol Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct 6 

Turner, Atpert, Shrewsbury, Grocer Shrewsbury Pet 
Oct 7 Ord Oct 7 

Warson, J L, West End In High Court 
Ond Oct 6 

Wuiraker, Tomas, wen Pee 
Bradford Pet Oct7 Ord O 

Wi son, James HERBakt, ad , Leeds 
Ord Oct 6 


RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 


Bayvry, Cuartes Humparey, Lymm, Chester Warrington 
Rec Ord May 10 Rese Uct 6 


FIRST MEETINGS. 

Baxter, Witwiam, Darlington, Porter Oct 20 at 11,30 
Otf Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Brake, Geonce Epwarp, and Cuarurs Dissen Fuecker, 
Maddox st, Woollen Merchants Oct 21 at 1 Bank- 
ruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Buake, George Henry, Weston super Mare, Mason Oct 
19 at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Canter, Lena, Liverpool, Provision Merchant Oct 19 at 11 
Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Crargke, Witiiam Epwarp, and Hersert Farnerick 
Crarkk, Liacoln, Tailors Oct 22 at 12 Off Rec, lv, 
Bank st, Lincoln 

Coomss, Hersert Henry, Frome, Somerset, Ironmonger 
Oct 19 at 12 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 


Licensed 


Quarryman 


Fishmonger 


General 


Pet Sept 16 
Spindle Turner 


Pet Oct 6 





Bicentenary. 1710~1910. 


The Oldest Insurance Office in the World. 
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Copagd from Policy dared 1788, 


SUN 


Insurances effected on the following risks :— 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROF.TS. 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and | PERSONAL 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, 

including ACCIDENTS TO | BURGLARY, 

DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 
A. W. COUSINS, 


FIRE OFFICE 


FOUNDED 1710, 





Heap Orrice: 
63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


ACCIDENT, 
SICKNESS and DISEASE 


| PLATE GLASS. 


District Manager. 





FIDELITY GUARANTEE. 





The BONDS of the SUN 


INSURANCE OFFICE 
various Divisions of the High Courts of Justice in England and Ireland 
and the Supreme Courts of Scotland, 
Trade, and all Departments of His Majesty's Government. 


are accepted by the 


the Masters in Lunacy, Board of 


12 Off Rec, 144, ¢ ‘ommercial st, Newport, Mon 

Emsuine, Groxee, Stanford, nr Faringdon, Berks, Grocer 
Oct 21 at1l Off Rec, 38, Regent circus, Swindon 

Evans, Roy, birmingham, Baker Oct 21 at 11.30 Ruskin 
chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Garpiner, ASHTON MARLow Heatu, Manchester, Licensed 
Victualler Oct 20 at3 Otf Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Garrop, Jonny Epwarp, Great Yarmouth, Fishmonger’s 
Assistant Oct 19 at4 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Gou.p, Witu1aMm, Portsmouth, Hants Octl9at3 Off Reo, 
Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 

Grace, Herpert Wycam, Blaydon on Tyne, Durham, 
Landsale Colliery Owner Oct 19 at 11 Off Rec, 30, 
Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 

Hatiett, Gerarp, Roath, Cardiff. Builder Oct 19 at 3 
Oif Rec, 117, 8t Mary st, Cardiff 

Harvey, Hewry, Southampton, Butcher Oct 20 at 12 Off 
Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, Southampton 

Hawkes, Avstix, Coventry, Fruiterer Oct 20 at 11 Off 
Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

James, AgTHuR GakFIELD, Sketty, Swansea, Licensed Vic- 
tualler Oct 21 at 11 Off Rec, Government bldys, St 
Mary st, Swansea 

Kavrrman & Son, Jcuyx, Covent Garden Market, Fruit 
Salesmen QOct 19 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Kixpy, Coar.es, Upwood Fen, Huntingdon, Farmer Oct 
21 .at12,15 The Lion Hotel, Ramsey, Hunts 

Kiyestry, !nomas Artuur, Bognor, Hairdresser Oct 2) 
at 10.45 Off Rec, 12a, Marlborough pl, Brighton 

Lixpiey, GrorGe ALBERT, Skegness, Hutel Proprictor Oct 
20 at 12 Off Rec, 4 and 6, West st, Boston 

Mew, Any, West Malling, Kent, Boarding house Keeper 
Oct 20at12 9, King st, Maidstone 

Mitcuect, Wisirakp Sanau, Westun super Mare, 
Oct 19 at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Morea, ALFaev Evwarp, Swindon, Hotel Keeper Oct 
2tat11.30 Off Rec, 38, Regent circus, Swindon 

Morzis, Anruus Kpwarp, ‘Leigh, Lanes, Tailor Oct 21 at 
3 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

Munvay, Josgrn, Plymouth, Builder Oct 21 at 3.30 7, 
Buckland ter, Piymouth 

O’Coxor, Agiuuk, Worthing, Cycle Dealer 
Otf Rec, 124, Marlborough pl, Brighton 

Rinan & Co, 8, Manchester, Merchants Oct 19at3 Off 
Kee, Byrom st, Manchester 

Koperts, Huen, Llandwrog, Carnarvon, Stonemason Oct 
zlatl2 Crypt chmbrs, “ee, row, Chester 

Rosinsos, Rate Bsapsuaw, Chinley, Derby, Estate 
Agent Oct 19 at2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Russe iu, Tuomas, Sedgley, Statford, Music Teacher Oct 
19at12 Off Rec, 1, Priory st, Dudley 

Russeii, Geonge Benay, Cviwyn Bay, Denbigh, Carter 
Oct 19 at 2.30 Crypt chmbrs, Kustgate row, Chester 

Smiru, Frank, York, Corporation Labourer Oct 21 ut 3 
Otf Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 

Sra.kgrk, JoxatHan, Windermere, Westmoreland, Cab 
Proprietor Oct 19 at 11.30 Otf Ree, 16, Cornwallis st, 
Barrow in Furness 

Tusnex, ALbeRt, Shrewsbury, Grocer 
Rec, 22, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 

Witson, James Herpert, Leeds, baker 
Kec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

Warkins, Argtuun, Welling Oct 24 at 2 115, High st, 
Kochester 

Watsox, J L, West End In 
bidgs, Carey st 

WE Ls, Hexpext, Great Grimsby, Fruiterer Oct-19 at 11 
Oif Rec, St Mary's chmbrs, Great Grimsby 

Wuitaker, ‘Tuomas, Keighiey, Yorks, Spiudle Turner Oct 
20 atl Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradsord 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


ARCHER, WILLIAM, Brighton, Caterer 
9 urd Oct 7 

ASTBURY, MAY, Manchester, 
Pet June 30 Ord Oct 7 

BENNETT, SAMUEL ISAAC, Ellistown, Leicester, Insurance 
Agent Burt non Trent Pet Oct6 Ord Oct 6 

BILHaM, JOHN, Guildford, Builder High Court Pet Aug 
3 Ord Oct € 

SILHAM, JOHN EVERIIT, Norwich, Draper's 
Norwich Pet Occ7 Ord uct 7 

BLAKE, GEORGE EDWARD, and CHARLES DIBBEN FRECKER, 
Maddox st, Woollen Merchants High Court Pet Oct 
8 Ord Oct 8 

BRANDON, SAMUEL, White Horse In, Stepney, Grocers’ 
Sundryman High Court Pet Gct 10 Ord Oct lu 

CLARKE, CHRISTIANA, Ipswich Colchester Pet Oct 5 
Ord Oct 5 


Baker 


Oct 20 at 2.30 


Oct 22 at 11.30 Off 


Oct 19at1l Of 


Oct 19 at 1 Bankruptcy 


Brighton Pet Sept 


Trade Artist Manchester 


Assistant 


CORK, ALFRED SAMUEL, Rochester, Butcher Rochester 
Pet Oct 7 Ord uct 7 
COURTNEY, GEORGE, and ARTHUR NEWHOOK, Lymington, 


ampton Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct 6 

CowEN, DiGgsy HENRY, and WILLIAM CHARLES COWEN, 
Derby, Pattern Makers Derby Pet Uct7 Ord Oct 7 

Cross, ALFRED PENNEY, ‘litchtield, Hants, Grocer Ports- 
moith Pet Septi15 Ord Uctd 

DAYKIN, WILLIAM HENRY, Great Portland st, Auc 
High Court Pet May 9 Ord Oct 6 

FRANCIS, MARY ELLEN, Hertford Hertford 
Ord Oct 5 

FRANKS, ERNEST ALBERT, Kintbury, Berks, Builder 
bury Pet Oct 7 Ord Uct 7 

GARROD, JOHN EDWARD, Great Yarmouth, 
As istant Great Yarmouth Pet Uct 4 

GOULD, WILLIAM, Portsmouth Portsmouth 
Ord Oct 6 

GREEN, GEORGE THOMAS, and GEORGE RICHARD SIMEs, 
St Helens pl High Court PetJuly 19 Ord Oct s 

GREENWOOD, WILLIAM, Padibam, Lancs, Merchant 
burnley Pet Sept 14 Und Oct 6 

HARVEY, HENRY, Southampton, Butcher Southampton 
Pet Oct 7 Ord Oct7 

HITCHINGS, WALTER RICHARD, Solicitor High Cout Pet 


Yacht Builders Sout 


tioneer 
Pet Sept 19 
New- 
Fishmonger's 


Ord Uct 8 
Pet Oct 6 








July 29 Ord Oct 7 
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JONES, WILLIAM, Llandwrog, Carnarvon, Farmer Bangor 
Pet Oct? Ord Oct 7 

KINGSLEY, THOMAS ARTHUR, 
Brighton Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct 6 

LEANING, HERBERT, Laceby, Lincs, Grocer Great Grimbsy 
Pet Oct 6 Ord Octé 

LINGEN, THOMAS, New Radnor, 
minster PetOct4 Ord ct 4 

MARKS, L.ovIs, Bedford ct mans. Russell sq, Moneylender 
High Court PetJuly 25 Ord Oct 5 

MORGAN, ALFRED EDWARD, Swindon, 
Swindon Pet Sept 22 Ord Oct 6 

MUIR, FANNY LAMPRELL, Margate, Boarding House Keeper 
Canterbury Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct 6 

O'CONNOR, ARTHUR, Worthing, Sussex, 
Brighton Pet Oct6 Ord Octé6 

Owen, DAVID DAVID, Llanberis, Carnarvon, Quarryman 
Bangor Pet Oct 8 Ord Oct 8 

OWEN, ELLEN, Holyhead, Licensed 
Pet Sept 26 Ord Oct 7 

PERRY, CHARLES, Yoxford, Suffolk, 
mouth Pet Oct7 Ord Oct 7 

PETTIT, HENRY, Earls Barton, Grocer 
Aug 27 Ord Oc: 8 

SMITH, FRANK, York, Corporation Labourer 
Oct 7 Ord Oct 7 

STEARN, HENRY, Milk st, Cheapside, Tailor 
Pet Sept 22 Ord Oct 7 

TURNER, ALBERT, Shrewsbury, Grocer 
Oct 7 Ord Oct 7 

THOMAS, FRANK, Pontypridd, Coal Merchant 
Pet Oct 7 Ord Oct 7 

WHITAKER, HERBERT, Padiham. 
Burnley Pet Sept 14 Ord Oct 6 

WHITAKER, THOMAS, Keighley, Yorks, Spindle Tarner 
Bradford Pet Oct 7 Ord Oct 7 

WILSON, JAMES HERBERT, Leeds, Baker 
6 Ord Oct 6 

WOODMAN, LEONARD CECIL, St Jumes’ sq 
Pet Aug 18 Ord Cct 6 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


JOHNSON, SAMUEL LOvVIOK, Eastbourne. Stationer 
bourne Adjud July 18, 1898 


3ognor, Hairdresser 


Radnor, Dealer Leo- ! 


Hotel Keeper 


Cycle De: ler 





Victualler Denged | 
Dealer Great Yar- 
Northampton Pet 
York Pet 
High Court | 
Shrewsbury Pet 
Pontypridd | 
Lancs, Accountant 
Leeds Pet Oct 


High Court 


Fast: | 
Annul Sept 27, 1910 
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LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) ro, 
LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT | 
OFFICE.—No, 120, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET | 
STREET, LONDON, 


ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent. | 

begs to direct the attention of the Legal Protession 
to the advantages of his long experience of upwards of 
fifty years in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, 
&c., and to solicit their continued support. — N.B. 
Forms, Gratis, for Statutory Notices to Ureditors and 
Dissolutions of Partnership, with necessary Declaration. 
File of “‘ London Gazette’’ kept for free reference. By 
appointment, 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 


INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1835. OAPITAL, £500,000. 
Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro- 
perty or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED or 
LOANS granted thereon. 
Interest on Loans may be Oapitalised. 


Cc. H. re eg 
¥. H. CLAYTON, 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 


(ESTABLISHED 1823), 
Purchase Reversionary Interests in Real and Personal 
Property, and Life Interests and Life Policies, and 
Advance Money upon these Securities. 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £637,525. 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard to 
30, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 


Joint 
Secretaries. 











FOREIGN LEGAL WORK 


DR. WILLIAM NEUTS, LL.D., 
So.icitor, OSTEND. 
Legal Adviser to H.B.M. Consulate, 
Agent for Lloyds and the Principal Beards 
of Marine Underwriters. 
All legal business in Belgium, France, and Holland 
personally atten ed to. 
Address—-24%, RUE ROYALE. 
Telegrams—“ NEUTS, OSTEND.” 

















THE NATIONAL HOSPITAL 


FOR THE 


PARALYSED and EPILEPTIC, 
QUEEN SQUARE, BLOOMSBURY, wW.c. 
The largest Hospital of its kind 
The Charity is forced at present to rely, to some 
extent, upon legacies for maintenance. 


Those desiring to provide Annuities for 
relitives or triends are asked to send for particulars 


of the DONATIONS CARRYING LIFE ANNUITIES 
* THE EARL OF HARROWBY, Treasurer, 


OER Se oS ES See, ' 


NATIONAL 
ORPHAN HOME, 


HAM COMMON, SURREY. 

Under the Patronage of H.R.H. the Duchess of 
Albany and H.R.H. Princess Christian. 
Prisident : 

His GRACE THE DUKE OF PORTLAND, K.G. 
Chairman: 

Sir THOMAS SKEWES Cox, J.P. 
FOUNDED 1849. 

For Orphan Girls, who are received without 
distinction of religion, and trained for domesiic 


service. 
LEGACIES 
DONATIONS AND SUBSCRIPTIONS ARE MUCH NEEDED. 


Bankers : Lloyds Bank, 16, 8t. James’ Street, S. W. 
Secretary : The Orphanage, Ham Common, Surrey. 








| AW.—GREAT SAVING.—For prompt 
4 payment 25 per cent. will be taken off the following 
wrting charges :— 

.d 


8 per sheet. 
3 per 20 folios, 
2 per folio. 
0 per sheet, 


Abstracts Copied 
Briefs and Drafts 
Deecs Round Hand 
Deeds Abstracted 
Full Copies ove on ove 2 per folio. 
PAPER.—Foolscap, 1d. per sheet; Draft, 4d, ditto; 
Parchment, ls. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per skin. 
KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.C, 


ROOMS FOR MEETINGS. 


The Council of the Society of Incorporated Accountants 
and Auditors are prepared to let the Council Chamber 
(which has been specially designed and furnished) and 
the Lecture Room at 50, GRESHAM STREET, BANK, 
E.C., for 


COMPANY MEETINGS, ARBITRATIONS, &c. 


had on application to the 
at the above addiess. 








Terms may be Secretary 





BUNTINGFORD RETREAT AND 


SANATORIUM. 


FOR CENTLEMEN SUFFERING FROM INEBRIETY OR 
ABUSE OF DRUCS. 
Privately cr under the Inebriates Acts. 
Two Resident Physicians. 
Terms, 2 to 3 Guineas. } mile from Station, G.E.R. 
lelephone: P.O. 3, Buntingford, Telegraphic Address: 


“RESIDENT, BUNTINGFORD.” 


INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER, 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 

Medical Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, M.A., 
M.D. (Camb.). Principal: H. M. RILEY, Assoc. Suc. 
Study of Inebriety. Thirty years’ Experience. Excellent 
Legal and Medical Keferences, For terms and particulars 
apply Mies RILEY, or the Principal. 

TELEGRAPHIC ADDRESS: “MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 











Treatment of INEBRIETY. 
DALRYMPLE HOUSE, 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen under the Act and privately 
For Terms, &c., apply to 
F. 5. D. HUGG, M.R.C.S., &e., 
Medical Superintendent. 
Telephone ; P.O. 16, RICKMANSWORTH. 





SEA ISLAND for INEBRIETY. 
Boating, Billiards, Fishing, Sea-Bathing, &c. 
Illustrated Guide sent free from 
F, N. Cuarazineton, Osea Island, Essex, 


THE CHURGH ARMY 


Earnestly asks Aid for its Extensive Work 
(Social and Evangelistic) on behalf of the 


OUTCAST AND DISTRESSED. 


120 LABOUR HOMES and similar institu. 

tions for reclamation of criminals, loafers, 

and social wreckaze generally, male and 
female. 


YOUTHS’ HOMES. FARM COLONY. 


Numerous Probation Officers under Proba- 

tion of Offenders Act. FUNDS, Old 

Clothes, and Firewood Orders (3s. 6d. per 

100 bundles) urgently required. Also offers 
of VOLUNTARY SERVICE. 


LEGACIES EARNESTLY REQUESTED. 

Cheques, crossed ‘‘ Barclays’, a/e Church 
Army,” to PREBENDARY CARLILE, Hon. 
Chief Secretary, or Mr. W. F. HAMILTON, 
K.C., Hon. Treasurer, Headquarters, 55, 
Bryanston Street, Marble Arch, London, W. 











ST. JOHN’S HOSPITAL 


FOR DISEASES OF THE SKIN (Incorporated). 


LEICESTER SQUARE, W.C., 
and UXBRIDGE ROAD, W. 


Patroness: HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN. 
President: THE EARL OF CHESTERFIELD. 
Treasurer: GUY PYM, Esq. 

Number of patients weekly, 800.) 

Help in Legacies and Donations 
towards the Purchase of Freehold 
would be gratefully acknowledged. 


£7,500 required. 


A Donation of £10 103. constitutes Life Governorship. 
Secretary-Superintendent. GEO. A. ARNAUDIN. 














BRAND'S 
MEAT JUICE 
FOR INVALIDS. 


Prepared from the Finest Meat only. 
in Fiasks, price 2/6. 
SOLD BEVERYW HERE. 


BRAND & CO., Limited, MAYFAIR, W. 











